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Cee »* © 


REVEREND SIR, 


** will not be ſurprized, that ſome of the 


Clergy ſhould attempt to vindicate their 
r 
lig matize with the odious appellation of © hypocritical 
Farces, c.“ eſpecially, when called upon in fo 
particular a manner. I do not think, however, that 
either their character, or the credit of the profeſ- 
ſion would materially ſuffer, were they to paſs 
over, in filence, the unprovoked attack which you 
have made upon them, under a—pretence of apole- 
gizing for your own conduct: neither do I conſider 
them as bound to anſwer all the groundleſs alle- 


_ gations, 


4 PREPATORY EPISTLE. 


gations, which reſtleſs, petulant ſpirits, may be 
prompted to bring againſt them. 


Sis a hr de es. as, 
under a ſhew of humility, to call it a difficult work 
( Angellicts humeris formidandum) to repel thoſe fire- 
brands, arrows and death, which you have ſo plen- 
GEE 2 10 ny 9. 
other perfon, better qualified for the ay, would 

Rand forth in this cauſe. 


- 
Cn 


: 1 * | 
may enſue, from my appearing -.as your opponent; 


fear is, leſt a good cauſe ſhould ſuffer, by bad 
management: but, who does his beſt, does well, 
« as nobly ; angels can no more.” Nevertheleſs, 
it is kind in you, I confeſs, to inform your oppoſers, 
in time, what they may expect, if ſo unhappy as to 

incur your diſpleaſure ; though, had I been in your 
once, 1 chink I wendd dove conveyed my menace, 
in more genteel and chriftian-like terms. | 


It ill becomes a diſciple of- a meek and humble 
W 1 challenge any man to ſhew the 


* inconſiſtency of my concluſions with the ſcrip- 
"ow of the New Teſtament. To them only I 


"0 Whoever is unable to do this, and ſhall 
*" yet 


ſo far as I myſelf, only, am concerned. My great | 


it; but as I know not what you will deem abuſe, 
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< yet abuſe and condemn me, (Nemo me impunt 
et Jaceſſet) I make no ſcruple to call a 100. 


My conſtant endeavour will be, to avoid abuſe of 
every kind, and on every occaſion ; neither will I 
condemn you, without firſt ſhewing my reaſon for 


and groundleſs condemnation ; or whether ſuch con- 
ſtruction may not be impoſed upon ſomething that 
may drop from my pen, I ſhall patiently wait the 
fulfilment of your pious promiſe, and be fully pre- 
however, in hoping, that I ſhall not prove myſelf 
quite a fool in the eyes of the public, to whom, 
from your Jadgment, 1 hall opyend. 


ut though I have not the leaſt inclination to 
depricate the inſliction of the threatened puniſh- 
ment, or implore the exerciſe of your forbearance, 
I muſt beg leave to expoſtulate, a little, with you 
upon the impropriety of your reſolution. 


Our Lord, certainly knew how to preſcribe pro- 
per limits to the uſe of the tongue. He has de- 
clared, Matt. v. 22. that whoſcever Hall ſay to his 
brother thou fool, ſhall be in danger of bell fire. 
Though I have the misfortune to differ from you, 

_ ® See the Author's Pref, p. 3. 


= * 


. 
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very widely, in my religious ſentiments, I ſhall ever 
wiſh you exceedingly happy in the enjoyment of 
every lawful pleaſure. I ſhould be ſorry therefore, 
for you to run ſo great a hazatd, as that of being 
| eaſt into the fire of hell, for the poor, ſhort-lived 
ſatisfaftion of calling me, or any other perſon, «a > 
fool. The term implies, an unwarrantable impeach- 

ment of the wiſdom of God ; for who made thee to 
differ from another, or another from thee ? 
1 Cor. iv. 7. Nay, it is language, that even a 
Turk would be aſhamed of. Abau Hanifah, a Ma- 
homitan doctor, having one day received a moſt 
malicious and violent blow on the face, thus ac- 


| coſted the offender, © I could return thee injury for 1 


<« the injury thou haſt done me, but I will not: I 
e could inform againſt thee to the Khalif, but I 
« will not be an informer : I could, in my prayers 
s and addreſſes to God, repreſent the umbrage done 
« me, but I will forbear to do it: in fine, I could 
« at the day of judgment defire God to revenge it, 
* but far be it from me. Nay, ſhould that terri- 
ia ble day arrive this very moment, and could my 
< interceſſion then prevail, I would not deſire to 
<« enter paradiſe without thee.” Let me, for once, 
be permitted to ſend a Chriſtian Divine, to an 


honeſt defter of the Muſſulmans, to learn to bridle | 


bis tongue, and curb the impetwoſity of his temper. 


Before 


| kand againſt every man ; every man's haxd will be 
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nation of the Wort, I ſhall make a few obſervations 
upon the matter, and deſign of your Introduction. 
| You there tell us, with ſome degree of reaſon, that 
< to be ſingled out with ignominious diſtinction, 
cc as a ſuſpected character, and maintainer of here- 
<« tical opinions, muſt be unwelcome, in ſome 
© meaſure, to every man, who ſets the leaſt value 
tc upon the eſteem and approbation of his fellow- 
cc creatures.” But there are ſome difſcc:able heings, 
who make it no part of their ſtudy to cultivate the 
They literally live to themſelves, Rom. xiv. 7. Nay, 
it is their glory and pride to be thus © ſingled out.” 


againſt him, Gen. xvi. 12. If he works himſelf up 
to a vain perſuaſion, that he only is in the right, 
and that all beſides are envelopt in the miſts of 
error, he will either ſhut himſelf up in a tub with 
Diogenes, laugh at the ſuppoſed folly of his neigh- 
bours, as did Damacritus; or, like Zoilus, ſnarl and 
find fault with all that are around him. 


u cen be ab, that cithr of hl carat 
| CDS r 
and ought to be borne with, who differs from others, 


8 PREFATORY EPISTLE, 
even In the moſt eſſential points of religion, if he 
propoſes his doubts with modeſty, and will allow 
his neighbours the fame liberty which he enjoys, i. e. 
that of thinking for themſelves; yet, if he will 
wage war with all ſets and denominations of Chriſ- 
tians; inſiſt upon their receiving him as their oracle, 
and conſidering his judgement, as the Lapis Lydius of 
right and wrong, though I would not have him 
perſecuted, he is deſervedly hiſſed out of ſociety. 


will © conſider truth and «ſage as terms of equivalent 
ſigni cation, and yet uſage or cuſtoms, though ever 
ſo old, may nevertheleſs be grounded upon truth; and 
till T can ſee, as well as you, that they are not, I muſt 


$0 far from ſuppoſing that © the human mind, 
cc in our day, labours under the peculiar infelicity of 
ie being unable to exerciſe itſelf with ſucceſs in the 
« detection of falſchood, and the diſcovery of 
© truth,” + I believe there never was a day in 
which men exerted themſelves more earneſtly, 
or were more fatally ſucceſsful in making pre- 
tended diſcoveries, derogatory from the glory of 
| Ged manifeſt in the fleſb, 1 Tim. ii. 16. Our Emmanuel, 
God with us, Iſa. vii. 14. Matt xii. 3. and ſuch as 
tend to leſſen our eſteem for the Scriptures, by de- 


| © See Introduction, p. a. + 1d, 


pins 
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priving them of the grand ſeal of their authenticity ; 
the inſpiration of the Holy Ghoſt. Nay, I may fay, 
that men were never more active and determined, in 
wounding true and undefiled religion in her vital parts; 
1 and attempting to ſubvert the very foundation of Chrif- 
- |— tianity. 80 that inſtead of blaming you, and ſome 
i others of a certain caſt, for your tardinefs in making 
new diſcoveries, there is rather cauſe to fear, that 
you have almoſt loſt ſight of ancient truth. - And 
therefore, it is needful to addreſs you with a Thas 
faith the Lord, fland ye in the ways and ſee, and aſe 
for the old paths, where is the good way, and walk 
therein, and ye ſhall find reft to your ſouls, Jer. vi. 16. 


It is now more than two hundred years fince the 
highly favoured iſland; and though we have been 
reforming and refining ever ſince, it ſeems that we 
are not to ſtop, till we have refined all ſenſe out of 
the Bible, and all ſanction from religion; and every 
one is left to do what is right in his own eyes, Judges 
xvii. 6. We are to be always learning, and yet never 
able to come to the knowledge of the truth, 2 Tim. iii. 7. 
Though we have a moſt ſure word of prophecy; 
and though we have had as wiſe, learned and holy 
men as ever we are likely to be favoured with, yet 
we have all to begin afreſh. We are to change our 
notions of religion, even oftener than men do their 
ſyſtems in philoſophy ; and it will be well if, after 


„ 


10 PRI TATORT EPISTLE. 


all our itch for changing, we are not, in the end, 
preſented with a ſyſtem of religion, ſomething ſimilar 
to Deſcartes” Syſtem of the Univerſe, i. e. made up 
of whiripcols. I truſt, however, that none of your 
readers will be ſo far enamoured of your new di. 
coveries, as for the ſake thereof to part with old 


I ſcarcely think it worth while to obſerve, that 
you are not very generous, firſt in laying an obli- 
< gation upon every eſtabliſhed miniſter to vindi- 
<* cate himſelf from the allegations advanced in 
.< your treatiſe,” and then comparing the labour, to 
which you have called him, to that of the prieffs of 
dagon, who were employed in raiſing up, repair- 
ing, and replacing the fallen deity. A ſuggeſtion 
of this fort, would have come with tolerable grace 
from Hobbes, Hume, or Voltaire, but when dropping 
from the pen of a Chriſtian Miniſter, and one who, 
not long ago, was in the ſame predicament himſelf, 
deſerves to be treated with filent contempt. But 
by the bye, though our work is rather more offen- 
five, it is not quite ſo laborious as was that of the 
prieſts of dagen, having only a little dirt to wipe 
off the idol's face. 


I cannot conclude my obſervations upon this part 
ſurpriſe and diſapprobation of the manner in which 
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you ſpeak of the education of children, and your 
ſevere banter of Dr. Burgh. You cbmplain, that 
the formation of an inquiſitive and reaſoning 
<© temper is no concern of the parent or preceptor, 
s but is effeQually precluded by pre-occupying the 
mind with a ſwarm of hereditary marie, produ- 
&« ced by ignorance, and foſtered by ſuperflition.” ® 
Here is charge, without either yroor or sPEC1- 
FICATION, which demands no notice. But if we 
would know what you mean by hereditary man- 
< ims, produced by ignorance, and foſtered by fi- 
<< perflition,”” we muſt look down to your (I had 
_ almoſt ſaid) blaſphemous note; t where we find your 
hereditary maxims to be the glorious doctrine of a 
Trinity in Unity, which always moves you with 
choler, againſt the Athanaſians, whenever it is men- 
tioned. But what may we underſtand by an ingui- 
ſitive, reaſoning temper, according #0 our modern 
of things than God has ever thought good to reveal; 
and being vainly puffed up by a fleſhly mind. Col. ii. 
18.— What is freedem of enquiry ? Secking to be 
wiſe above what is written, and wiſer than what is 
written. — What is liberality of ſentiment, or, to 
| uſe your own words, © ſentimental liberty ?*” It is 
to have no ſettled notions in religion, to be entire! y 
without any creed, and to have one's religion to 

chaſe and to alter, every time a new ſyſtem is offered. 
. p. 4+ t | 


1 
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In ſhort, it is to believe that the Scriptures are a 
noſe of wax, capable of being explained a thouſand 
different ways; that ſeeking to be ſound in the faith 
zs a ſuperſtitious dotage; and that it is a matter of 
- comparative indifference, whether a man is a Jew, 


object of his worſhip Jenovan, Jovs, Foni or 
ArotLo; only he muſt take care not to pray to 


liberty. 


the truths of religion? That we frequently imbibe 
many hurtful prejudices in our early days, will 


_ . readily be acknowledged ; but muſt the religious 

inſtruction of children be wholly neglected on that 
account? Muſt we, to avoid one extreme, inevitably 
fill into another ? How long would you have chil- 


dren/ to remain in puris naturalibus ? How leng 


muſt their minds continue in an untutored ftate ? | 


If long left to themſelves, are we ſure, that they 
will not ſuck in ſomething ftill more pernicious 


than the doftrine of a Trinity in Unity ? Are we | 


Turk, Pagan or Chriſtian ; or whether he calls the 


Jeſus Chriſt, whom all the angels of God worſhip, 
Heb. i. 6. becauſe, though this is ſtrictly conſiſtent 
with, and enjoined by, the writings of the New | 
ds conn I | 


But is it poſfible that Mr. W. ſhould ſeriouſly | 
find fault with Dr. Burgh, for making ſuch grate- | 


egg gg Kr BB BB e „„ „% genen ee onkhkgY © ow 


not 
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' not to attempt to inftil pious ſentiments into their 
tender minds, before they are capable of receiving 
a why, and wherefore for every thing we ſay ? Muſt 
they be taught to reaſon, before they are well able 
to think; and learn logic before their Reading Made 
Eaſy? For inſtance, muſt we never aim at giving 
are able to reaſon upon the nature of his attributes ? 
Muſt we never mention the facred Au of that 
Divine PeR&0N, who came to REDEEM Us To Gon 
BY HIS BLOOD, Rev. v. g. till they are able to com- 
prehend all the pzrTHs of wonder contained in 
that glorious myffery, which the Heavenly Hoſts 
STOOP DOWN, and EARNESTLY DESIRE to look into? 
1 Pet. i. 12. Seeing they are liable, at a very early 
period in life, to be prejudiced againft the truth, 
| ſhould we not endeavour to furniſh them with right 
notions of religion, to prevent their being drawn 

| lie in wait to deceive? Eph. iv. 14. Is not the 
number of thoſe daily increaſed, who deny the Lord 
that bought them, though at the awful riſque of bring- 
ing upon themſetves fwift, and unavoidable deftruZtion ? 
2 Pet. ii. 1. Shall we ſend our children into the 
world without a nA, that they might be the 
mere eafily gulled with all the train of abſurdities, 
- Incellantly broached by Arians, Socinians, Deiſts, 
| and SEnTIMENTAL LATITUDINARIANS? E 
man ought to be true to his principles; and if fo, 
_— what 
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what is your ſon likely to © imbibe?** Will you not 
_ caution him (in time) againſt falling into the ſup- 
poſed idolatry of thoſe, who think they ought to 
| bonour the Son, (aeg) EVEN AS, or in the SAME 
MANNER AND DEGREE, as they honour the FA THERE 


John v. 23. Will you not make a point of bringing | 


up your children in your own principles? And is 
it a greater crime for a Trinitarian to inſtruct his 
children in the doctrine of a Trinity in Unity, than 
for you to talk to yours about (what the Scripture 
never once hints at) a ſupreme, and an inferior, 


conſtituted God? Or, if you are a Socinian, to 


tell them (what is ftill more marvellous) that 


HE, whom Zechariah .denominates Jznovan's 
— FeriLow, chap. xiii. 7. and. Ifaiah the micuTy 
Gon, the zveRLAasTING FaTHER, chap. ix. 6. 


who was before all things, and by whom all things 


conſiſt, Col. i. 17. is nevertheleſs (ſtrange to tell! 


and impoſſible to be underſtood) a mere man like 
eurſelves ! No truth is the leſs valuable for being 
ec ſucked in with the nurſes mill; on the contrary, 


| thoſe, by whom we were early inſtructed in it. And 
ſtructed before they went to the Univerſity, they 


(poſſibly) . Dr. 


Jebd's poiſon. 
21 have uſed the words * fucked in not becauſe I mean to 
father them upon Mr. W. „ 7. 
the lies foggatied by „ | 11 


the more important a truth is, the more cauſe have 
we to be thankful, firſt to God, and ſecondly to 


— | 
1. 
* 
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It is mentioned to the praiſe of Abraham, that 


| he wonld commend bis children, and his houſehold after 


him, to keep the way of the Lord. Solomon bids us 
train up @ child in the way be ſhould go, and when he 
is old he will not depart from it, Prov. xxii. 6. I wiſh 
myſelf, and ſhould be glad to ſee every one elſe 


more open to conviction. But in order to this, it 
z, not neceſſary that we be totally unhinged from 
| all our religious principles ; neither am I to reject a 
creed, merely, becauſe it was taught me by my pa- 
rents. I am to try it by the word of God, and if 


it will ſtand that 1%, it is at my peril if I caſt it 


© _ 


However, it is natural to expe, that they who | 
want to fet up for reformers, to amuſe and deceive 


| fre-occupied with 4 fwarm of hereditary maxims, 
— reeds, human ſyſtems, early prejudices, (i. e. a reli- 


gious education) as the moſt untowardly obſtacles 
that can poſſibly-be thrown. in their way. Hinc 


 ille lachryme It is in effect ſaying, © you will 


© not receive my creed, becauſe (lack-a-day !) you 
* have the vanity to think you have = better of | 
<< your own.” Had Paul deſigned to obtrude un- 
ſcriptural zovelties upon Timothy, inſtead of the 
ſolid, important truths of the goſpel, and had he 
F ———. - aa 
| A 43 


16 PREFATORY EPISTLE. 
to practiſe upon, ſo far from praiſing, he would 


by whom he had been taught the Scriptures from a | 
child, and had been nouriſhed up in word and doc- 
trine ; or to ſpeak in terms, which, for very ob- 
vious reaſons, you cannot approve of, he had, as it 
were, imbibed ” the truths of religion with bis 
nurſe's mill. a | 


n co am eat Are war en ent rh, 
2 Tim. iii. 13. I would adviſe all heads of fami- 
lies, carefully to inftru&t thoſe committed to their 


charge; endeavouring to make them mighty in the | 
Scriptures, ſound and well eſtabliſhed in the faith; 


Rove Boey e eee 1 


informing them, that they muſt not throw a way 


their creed, becauſe another finds fault with ir, any 
more than they would throw away their. cloaths, 
becauſe their meddling neighbours may think proper 
to diſapprove of the colour. Exhort them to ſupport =» 
their creeds, not by the aids of unaſſiſted reaſon, * 
word of God, which alone is able to make them wiſe 


1 unto ſalvation, by faithin Chrift Fefus, 2 Tim. iii. 15. 


Ws and 
therefore, if I deal faithfully with my own ſoul, I 
a 
* b 

with | 
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with that grand, and only criterion of truth, I thall 


| make it my bulineſs to intra thoſe children 


religion, which I myſelf have received, I believe, 
upon Scripture ground, Well knowing, that to 
turn them into the world without a creed; is to 
lay them under a liability of being led aſtray by 
ſdeeches deceive the hearts of the fimple, Rom. xvi. 18. 


In fine, Sir, till you rafhly refolve to caſt aſide 
the grammar, with other intraductory helps for the 
ſtudent in languages, I ſhall beg leave to retain 
| have provided us; only becauſe, I know not where 

to find better. If you ſay, pare religion is to be 
learned from the Bible,” I anſwer, that pare Greek 
is alſo to be learned from Xenophon, Homer and 
3 of the above anthers into their hands, us foon as 
they come under your tuition, even ſhould they 
never have learned their Alpha, Beta, &c. for if you 
do not leave them to excogitate rules for themſelves, 

authors they read, they will be tempted to try the 
oat fuck bps, th prog ofthe lace ola 
B 3 be 


which God has, or may give me, in that ſyſtem , 
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Did we know ourſelves, and what poor, ſhort- 
lighted creatures we are, inſtead of being ſelf-conk- 


ſanding of his will. We ſhould be glad, with the 
rr. and ſhould 


P.S. In the above letter, I have uſed the word 
creed, in 2 general, rather than in a confined ſenſe. 
As a member of the Church of England, I certainly 


Se 
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ive the preference to her Creeds, and to the doc- 
hve eunlind in her Ace cad HS : the 
I mean not to quarrel with any man, becauſe he is 
more inclined to ſubſcribe to the Aſſemblies Cate- | 
chiſm, the Augſburg Confeffion, or any other 
articles of faith, in which the eſſential doctrines of 
the goſpel are preſerved pure. Nay, rather than a 
man ſhould be a free thinker, I would wiſh him 
even to ſubſcribe to the Creed of Pope Pius IV. 
And for this reaſon ; free thinkers, are ſeldom cloſe 
about all religion. A free thinker is, in fact, a 
ſceptic ; and ſcepticiſm is but a very ſmall remove 
from atheiſm. When a man commences a fenti- 
Bible direAs him, there is no ſaying where he will 
ſtop, ſhort of infidelity. And moreover, every man, 
who has a due concern for the intereſts of his own 
ſoul and eternity, will ſeek to have ſome fixed 
and Scripture rule, by which to regulate his reli- 
gious intercourſes with God; ſome ſettled, Scripture 
plan, upon which to ground his hopes of final fal- 
vatian. 
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TT is the infelicity of ſome authors to take that 
for granted, which remains firſt to be proved. 
muſt judge. Baptiſm,” you tell us, as performed 
<« by John the Baptiſt and by the Apoſtles of Jeſus 
« Chriſt, was the immerſion of the whole body un- 
te der water.” This, you ſay, is a © poſition which, 
<« you believe, will be diſputed by none of the 
learned.“ Sprinkling,” you inform us, is a 
e culpable deviation from the original form of bap- 
& tiſm, ſubmitted to by Char, and celebrated 
<« by his ArosTLEs!” Unde probas ? This ſenti- 
ment is enforced by your uſual ſtrain of crimination, 


p. 9. 


when 


22 A DEFENCE OF 

<< the obſervance of an ExPREss and POSITIVE LAW, 
<« it is treaſon, it is rebellion to diſregard or alter the 
2 i of the LEGISLATOR. _— PEE 


1 am far from arrogating to myſelf the charaQter 
of learned; nevertheleſs, I ſhall take the liberty of 
diſputing the truth of that poſition, which yon 
fondly imagine requires no very prolix and ſeru- 
oppoſition, by the example of many great and 
poſition groundleſs. But as you have neglected to 
read what they have written, | to your honour be it 
ſpoken! I ſhould not, if I had them at hand, 
trouble you with any extracts from them, but ſhall 
content myſelf with following you flep by ftep, 
O_o 


c«< The Greek word Bawntu,” you fay, © which 
&« occurs not unfrequently in elaſſie authors, uni- 
<- yerſally ſignifies, as far as your obſervation has 
&« extended, to dip entirely under water. Nor is 
* there any proof, or preſumption, to the contrary 
aun TESTAMENT : nor do 
fix » diferent meaning oth word iſ; or to 


P. 10. 40.9. 1 FP. 17. 


F *©< apoſtles are fitting at Jeruſalm. To ſay that 


e“ meaning to the word, is a raſh declaration, 
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e its derivatives!” Part of this paragraph, I am 
bold to declare, contains one of the moſt groundleſs 
aſſertions, that ever an incautious author * 
from his pen. 


In what ſenſe the Greek claffics have uſed the 
word, is a matter of ſmall moment; though even 
amongſt them, it ſometimes means to waſh ; 
which may be done without dipping entirely under 
water. But to confine the ſenſe of a word, always, 
to its primary ſignification, .is certainly contrary to 
the rules of juſt Criticiſm : neither are we obliged. 
(as one obſerves) to go to Athens, for judgment in 
« ſuch caſes, whilſt Chriſt, and the college of 


| © no one has ever pretended to affix a different 


which you will be ingenuous enough to recal, if 
you will do now, what you ought to have done 
before, i. e. conſult Scapula, Stephanus, Budzus, 
F 
and others. 


This fines, -w_d Gate + <6. 
ſprinkle, and pour water upon, is I think, pretty 
evident from the following Scriptures. In Luke 
xi. 38. it is ſaid, that the phariſee, who had invited 
our Lord to dine with him, marvelled that be had not 


9 P. 10. 


of 
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leſs they firſt baptiſed after his faſhion, i. e. dipped  Þ 
's entirely under water ? This is not all, as we 
read on, the abſurdity of your poſition magniſies upon 
us. For the ſacred hiſtorian adds, and many other 
things there be, which they have received to hold, as 
(Banos) the baptiſms of cups and pots, brazen veſſels 
and (] of beds, or couches. If we render the word 
(which there is no neceſſity for doing) it 
will not appear very likely, that they would often 


undergo ſuch kind of diſcipline, is ſtill 
more For either their beds and couches 
muſt have been made of materials very different from 
thoſe which are made uſe of amongſt us, or if 
Mr. W. had been the baptiſer of them, they muſt 
have been either abſolutely ſpoiled, or rendered 


couches ſhould 


40 
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unfit for uſe for a conſiderable time. I leave you 
now to chuſe, whether to ſtick to your own con- 
fined ſenſe of the word, or fairly acknowledge, that 
| Bantu, means, ſometimes, to waſb, or ſprinkle. 


But I ſhall proceed to ſhew, that baptiſm by im- 
merſion, could not have been practiſed in two par- 
ticular inſtances, mentioned in the Acts of the 
Apoſtles. —Chap. ii. ver. 41. it is ſaid, Then they 
| that gladly received the word, were baptiſed ; and the 

ſame day there were added unto them THREE THOUSAND 
souls. There were at this time, in Jeruſalem, 


_ Chriſtian converts. Not knowing what was to befal 
them in the courſe of the day, they could not have 
provided themſelves with ſuitable dreſſes, for the 
purpoſe of being baptiſed in : to have dipped them 
naked, would have been indecent; there being a 
mixture cf men and woraen : to have dipped them 
in their clothes, would have been dangerous, un- 
leſs they had more to put on; which could not have 
been the caſe with one half of them. Beſides, the 
day muſt have been pretty far advanced, before 


the concluſion of St. Peters ſermon; and it muſt 
have required ſome time to adjuſt matters for the 
| baptiſm of ſuch a multitude : conſequently, if it 
was done by dipping, the diligence of all the twelve 
Apeftles would have been unequal to the taſk; even 

Cc if 
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if we can ſuppoſe, that twelve ſeparate, convenient 
places had been before-hand provided for theſe nu- 


ſcheme in what light you pleaſe, it teems with 
abſurdity and impoſſiilities. But if we grant, that 


. * the candidates were ſet in rents, and that the 


My other example is that of the jailor, Acts xvi. 
29. This man was converted to God in a very 
extraordinary manner. His call was ſudden, and 
his convictions, for the time, ſevere. He enquired, 


with trembling concern, what he muſt do to be ſaved, | 


and was directed to believe on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
the only name under heaven given unto men where- 
by ſalvation can be obtained. He was enabled to 


was baptiſed, he and all his ftraitway, by thoſe 


perſons whom he had but juſt before conſidered, as 
unworthy of the leaſt pity or compaſſion. Will £ 


Mr. W. fay, that the jailor and all his houſehold 
received baptiſm by immerſion ? Was the priſon 
provided with a baptiftery ? and were the children 


believe; his fears were allayed ; his ſavage tempers 
inſtantaneouſly changed ; and joys imparted, of ; 


merous immens. View, therefore, your plunging 
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being baptiſed, at the ſame time and place, by in- 
mern. But do not we ſay that a man is in the 
river, if we only fee him up to his ancles? Now 


as the Jews wore ſandals, and were not clad in the 


manner we are, going thus into the water, was 
rather agreeable than otherwiſe, in that hot country. 


It is highly probable, that John took his converts, 


for the ſake of conveniency, juſt into the water, | 


and then gathered up water in his hands, and 
poured it upon the head of the perſon to be baptiſed. 
That I am not ſingular in my opinion, appears from 


a painting that I heard a clergyman, of undoubted 


veracity, ſay, he ſaw at Rome; in which John the 


 Baptift and our Lord are repreſented as up to the 


middle of the leg in Jordan, and John is drawn 


as in the a& of pouring water upon the head of 


ſhocks our feelings ; but it is inconſiſtent with 


ſhould ever be baptiſed, by immerſion, in the river 


tit, or any — CAS 


5 To 


| © A warm advocate for cold water, has ſaid, © that, poſſibly, 
- © John had cents fixed upon the banks of Jordan, for the perſons 
_ © he baptiſed, to undreſs and dreſs in.” It is very kind in this. 
gentleman to become Fobn's tent- maler; but as be and others, on 


_ the Cane fide the queſtion, have ſet us the example, we muſt, for 


once, 


women, in the looſe, buoyant dreſs of the eaſterns, | 
Jordan, or any where elſe, either by John the Bap- | 
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Te talk of Chriſt coming up out of the water, ® 
e, 
and part in capitals, is what I ſhould have expected 
from a red hot Mennonite ; but for a man of ſenſe, 
and a ſcholar to do ſo, is really unaccountable. If 
I only wet the ſoles of my feet in the river Merſey, 
when I aſcend the bank, I may be ſaid to come up 
out of the water ; nor can you judge from the expreſſion 
that I have been over head in it. Beſides, if azo tov 
reg, is properly rendered, it ſhould be up from the 
mater; and conſequently this Scripture makes no- 
thing for your purpoſe. — 


You are equally unfortunate in your choice of | 
John iii. 23. Jabs baptiſed in Anon near Salem, 
becauſe there were (ura nova) many waters. If 
the ordinance was adminiſtered by dipping, one good 
pond would have been fully ſufficient. What 


3 honeſt Matthew Henry has ſaid upon this paſſage 


is ſo much to the purpoſe, that I cannot avoid 


once, avail ourſelves of the filence of Scripture by obſerving, that 
as not one word is there ſaid about theſe rents, or of people's 
dreſſing or undreſſing at the time of their baptiſm, there is good 
reaſon to ce that the mode of baptiſm, then, and there prac- 
| tiſed, did not re all this troublez and therefore, he may 
tranſplant his tents from the banks of Jordan, to near the Black 


* P. 11. 4 Matt. iii, 16. 
C3 tranſ- 
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tranſcribing his words. © There were,” ſays this 
valuable expoſitor, ** many ffreams of water, ſo that 


| «© wherever he (John) met with any that were wil- 


« Jing to ſubmit to his baptiſm, water was at hand 
« to baptiſe them with; fallow perhaps, as is 
« uſually the caſe where there are many brooks; but 
« ſuch as would ſerve his purpoſe.” See Henry in 


Much has been faid, by the advocates for bap- 
tiſm by immerſion, of Philip and the Eunuch going 
down both into the water, Acts viii. 39- The words 
| are of ſuch importance in the eſteem of Mr. W. as 
to deſerve to be printed in conſdicuous capitals.* 
So honeſt John Bunyan, in the warmth of his zeal 
for the doctrines of grace, uſed to dignify SHALL 
and wu ee 
the ſame manner, thinking that llables. 
made the promiſes of God more 


But what if I ſhould prove, that all who lay any 

ſtreſs upon this Scripture, lean upon a broken reed, 
and miſtake ſeund for ſenſe? This I can do, Sir, 
and from ſuch authority as you will never think of 
controverting, or ſcarcely allow to be fallible. It is 
no leſs a man than the claffical tutor at Warrington. | 
That gentleman, Sir, in page 45 of his Plain and 


o P. 12. 


| 8 
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fay that Philip and the Eunuch (sees) deſcended 
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ſhort Account of the Nature of Baytiſm, has taken 
the following liberty with our tamen. In 
quoting Matt. xxviii. 18. be turns the words thus, 
them unTo the name of the Father, and 


of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. Now if a ro 


a may be rendered unTo the name, &c. in 


Matt. xxviii. 18. why, by the fame rules of con- 
ſtruction, may not ug To g be rendered unTo THR 
_ WATER in Ads viii. 38? Again, page 12 of the 
above Treatiſe, this ſame author chuſes to vary our 


tranſlation thus in Rom. vi. 3- Know ye not, that 


r 4 aac” ihe 
vn ro his death? If I fay, as muſt be rendered 


UNTO in each of the above Scriptures, to gratify 


the caprice of the claflical tutor; why may not we 


(as 70 p) un ro the water? Certainly, Sir, the 
above gentleman will not ſay that the leaſt violence 
is done to the original, either in its conſfrud7ion, or 
ſenſe. The truth is, that the prepoſition as, like 
all other prepoſitions, is variable in its ſfignifica- 


tion; requiring ſometimes to be rendered uxTo, 


and at others in, or ro. And as « frequently 


means UNTO, u, or et may be rendered FROM, fo 


that as Philip and the Eunuch went down unto 
the water, ſo (arCyoar) they or came 1p 
(ax Tov reg) FROM the water. I have before ob- 
ſerved, that a perſon may go into the water, with- 
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out being entirely under it, ſo he may come up out 
of the water, without giving us reaſon to conclude 
that he has been a good depth in it; and Mr. W—d4's 
addreſs to his own boy will prove what I fay, the 
| firſt time he ſees him dabbling in the kennel. 
Therefore inſtead of your two portions of Scripture 
tc affording obvious and unqueſtionable proofs, 


« not by ſprinkling,” they afford no proof at all; 


and none but ſuch as are hurried on by a blind 


attachment to a favourite opinion, will call ſuch 
proofs unqueſtionable. And ſhould you ftill infiſt 
upon it, I muſt charge you with a want of that, 


 candour. Neither is the charge groundleſs ; for 


when a Scripture ſtands in your way, as in Luke 


XXiii. 43- then you alter the punctuation, qualify, 
- wire-draw and torture, gill you have made it ſpeak 
any thing, and every thing ;+ but. when our pre- 
ſent tranſlation has the good fortune to fall in with 
your notions, (or to appear like it) then you make 
the moſt of it in its preſent form, as in Matt. iii. 16. 
John jii. 23. and Acts viii. 29. Nay, you do not 


give the ſame ſenſe to the fame word in different 
© / - 


1 


rpm + — api: &e. 
I con- 


E chat baptiſm was performed by immerſion, and 


which is the chief ornament of an author, ta © 


eee APES eee 


* 
2 


authors are very apt to run into, eſpecially ſuch as 


tiſm it is, by ſeeing the drops of water ſprinkled 


rather an emblem of baptiſm by ſprinting than im- 
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I confeſs, that you have convinced me of the ne- 
ceffity of keeping clear of one extreme, which 


write upon controverted ſubjeQs : they frequently 
injure their cauſe, by adducing doubtful ſupports. 
This, if I miſtake not, has been your misfortune 


in page 14, where you bring 1 Cor. x. 1—3. as 2 


proof for your plunging baptiſm. I would not have you 
Was Mr. W. never baptiſed in a cloud? if not, 
let him take a walk the firſt miſty day that we 
have, and then he will know what kind of bap- 


proved a water ſpout, it would have afforded fome 
ſhadow of ſupport for Mr. W—4's tottering cauſe ; 
but as it is, the diſtilling of water out of a cloud, is 


merfion. Mr. W—4's farther account, or rather 


Improvement of this matter, is ſuch as muſt excite, 
Either our indignation, or laughter. The waters of 


the red ſea alſo incloſed them. Pray, Sir, how do 
you prove that? I thought God had made a way for 
his ranſomed to paſe over, Iſa. li. 10. O fay you, 
the waters (as it is written, Exod. xiv. 22.) were 
a wall unto them on their right hand and on their left ; 
and therefore they were all around them, and over 
their 
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their heads too! En argumentum palmarium! Was 
there ever ſuch a diſcovery made before? When 
a man is walking the ſtreet, and has a wall on his 
bis head / to prove which, you muſt not only be a 
claflical tutor, but a conjurer! It is natural to 
ſuppoſe, that the ſame ſtrong wind by which this 
miraculous paſſage was made, and for a time kept 
open, ſometimes gathered in the waters, and 
: them upon the Iſraelites; but it is no 
faid that they were before them, and behind 
However, that you may not think me unreaſonably 
reſolved to raviſh this portion of Scripture out of 
your hands, you ſhall have the following conceſſion. 


I will grang that the Egyptians were baptiſed in 
— Ws. | 


Had you been ſo happy as to eſtabliſh your dy- 
ping m, Rom. vi. 5. and 1 Pet. iii. 20-22. might 
have ſerved as an illuſtration; but you need not be 
told, that i/luffration and proof are very different 
things. Wr 
is an argument well worthy of John of Lenden. 
It brings to my mind what Mr. Demilion ſays of 
2 proceſſion in French (if I miſtake not) 
in which the flight of (the holy family i Fer. 
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was to be imitated ; and/in which, the pious prieſt, 
who had the lead in the ſhow, thought there would 
be an unpardonable omiſſion, if he himſelf did not 
bray like an Ass; becauſe, forſooth, it is ſuppoſed, 
that the Virgin Mother and the Child Jeſus rode 
So in baptiſm, to plead fo ſtrenuouſiy for the 
punctilio of dipping, unleſs the Scripture had ſome- 
where declared that to be the only mode of admi- 
r : 


Paul ſpeaks of himſelf as being crucified with 
Siri, Gal. ii. 20. but was Paul literally faſtened 
to a croſs? He ſpeaks of believers, as being dead 
ii. 20. and are we to conclude from hence, that a 
crucified man was addrefling an epiſtle to people 
already ftiffened by the cold hand of death? 5+ Paul 
to the warm imaginations of the people of the 
« eaſt.® They knew very well, that being cruci- 
| fied to the world, and dead with Chriſt, did not 
ſuppoſe it needful for them to put themſelves into 
the ſame poſture as a man is in, when faſtened to a 
croſs, or laid in a graue; but that it implied a nor- 
tification of thoſe ſinful and corrupt affeRions, which 


2 P. 23. | 
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they are led aſtray by, who are not renewed in the 
ri of their mind, Eph. iv. 23. They underſtood 
into death, inferred a neceflity of their being dead 
to the world and fin; a being weaned from, and 
having no more to do with, the evil cuſtoms and 
examples of an evil world, than a dead man has to 
do in the common concerns of life. And as Chriſt 


after his reſurrection, lived a life different from that 


which he lived before his death, ſo they who were 
baptiſed into Feſus Chrift, into the faith of Chrift, 
into the religion and church of Chriſt, were to 
walk in newneſs of life. Accordingly it was cuſ- 


candidates for baptiſm, on the day they were ad- 
mitted to the-ordinance, with white raiments, in 
token of that purity of heart and life which they 


mat tits cutie newt 


and fin; a burial of renunciation, if I may ſo ſay. 
e 
is expreflive of that change of which baptiſm is the 
fign ; but what is the ſign, either way, without the 
ſubſtance? We know that a man may be dipped 


propenſities as ſtrong and lively as ever. 


tomary, in the primitive church, to preſent all the 


. 


2 thouſand times, and ſtill come up with his finful || 
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through the water, can prefigure our being plunged 
over head im the water, I acknowledge, exceeds the 
narrow limits of my comprehenſion ; but nothing 
” marvellous.* If I may venture one conjecture of 
my own, it ſhall be this, that if Mr. W. had the 
opportunity of conſulting Noah upon this head, 
| he would find the good old patriarch, ſtill eſteem- 
ing it one of his greateſt mercies not to have been 
obliged to ſubmit to that method of baptiſm for 
which he contends, i. e. being dipped over head in 
the wrong claſs of people. Had you referred us to 
the Antidiluvians, who periſhed in the waters, and 
to the Egyptians, who were overwhelmed in the 
red ſea, then the hiſtory of Jonah might alſo have 
been recurred to with advantage. 2 
merfions with 2 vengeance ! 


Yeu oft with an air of ne *whot conan. 
*' 2356 bas 9.60 with the purification and clranting 
„ of the body.” + This enquiry might be anſwered 
by another. What has dipping to do with waſhing 
| away the filth of the ſoul, of which baptiſm is only 
a figure? Nevertheleſs I am glad of the queſtion, 
and will give it the beſt anſwer that I can. And 


. „ 15 4 


D firſt, 
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firſt, I would obſerve, that it is the cLEAnsING na- 
ture and property of the WATER, and not the An- 
ry of that element made uſe of, which gives 
fignificancy to the ceremony of baptiſm. Neither 
can I poſſibly conceive, why the QuanTITY of 
WATER, in baptiſm, ſhould be more regarded, than 
the quantity of wing in the Lord's ſupper. And 
I would as ſoon attempt to juſtify the conduct of 
the drunkert Corinthians, 1 Cor. xi. 21. as join 
iſſue with thoſe who plead ſo ſtrenuouſly for dipping. 
F am far from thinking it is a moral evil to be im- 
merſed in baptiſm; but the cuſtom, as a general 
mode, in itſelf, is indifferent: it certainly has been | 
innocently varied, as the circumſtances of perſons, 
time and place required. I flatter myſelf that this 
part of this letter, and I may, therefore, venture to 
draw the following concluſion; that as the mode, of | 
— adminiſtering baptiſm, has been varied; and as there 
is no fair proof that ever it was adminiſtered by 
dipping in the Apoſtles days, we may very ſafely 
_ diſpenſe with a cuffom, which would be certain death 
to ſome- perſons of a tender, delicate frame, in theſe 


That ſdrinbling has ſomething to do with the cere- | 
| monial purification and cleanſing of the body, ap- 
pears very clear from the practice of the Jews under 
the 
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© the Lord, and that ſoul ſhall be cut off from Iſrael, le- 


men him. And a clean perſon ſhall take byſſop and dip 
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| the law, and from the very frequent uſe of the 


TERM, and alſo of the THING itſelf in various parts 
of Scripture. In Numb. xix. 13—18. it is faid, 
toucheth the dead body of any man that is 
dead, and purifieth net himſelf, defileth the temple of 


cauſe the water of ſeparation was not SPRINKLED 
upon him, he ſhall be unclean, his uncleanneſs is yet 


it in the water, and SPRINKLE it upon the tent, and 


| there, and upon bim that toucheth a bone, or one ſlain, 


er one dead, or a grave. 


So Significant is frinking of the cdamfng of the | 
filth of the body, that God has been pleaſed to make 
ufo ef arm, when forakiag of that living want, 


which he engaged to perform upon the hearts of 


his revolted people. Ezek. xxxvi. 25. Then will I 


SPRINKLE pure water upon you, and ye ſhall be CLEAN; 


CLEANSE you. Paul ſays, Heb. ix. 19. that Moſes 
SPRINKLED both the BOOK and the PEOPLE ; repre- 
ſents himſelf and others, as having their hearts 


_ SPRINKLED from an evil conſcience, and their bodies 


WASHED with pure water. Seeing then, that the 
cuſtom of ſprinkling both water and blood upon 
the people, and upon various things made uſe of 
in the ſervice of God, under the Moſaic cxconomy, 

| D2 was 
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was ſo common, it was wiſe and innocent in the 
firſt preachers of the goſpel, to ſymboliſe with the 


the intention and deſign of the ordinance was dif- 
ferent ; the perſons baptiſed, being initiated into a 
new church and diſpenſation, and devoutly dedi- 
cated to Faru, Son, and Hor v Gnosr. 


It is very evident alſo, that the Greek verbs, 
game and farben (whatever might be their original 
ſignification) had acquired a more lax and general | 
to WASH or ſprinkle. That this was the caſe, ap- 
| pears pretty clear from the connection in which 
we find the former of the above words in the Sep- | 
tuagint. Dan. iv. 33. there it is faid, that Ne- 
 chadnezzar did eat graſs as the oxen, and ( amo Ty; Jpooov 
Tov oupawu To owe avrov tfapn) bis body was wet with 
the dew of heaven. Would it not ſound extremely odd 
to ſay, the degraded monarch's body was immerſed, 


or plunged entirely under the dew Does it not ſeem 


more proper to ſay, his body was wet with the dew 
falling, or ſprinkled upon it? Bark in this place, 
(I preſume) therefore, means to wet by $PRINKLING. 


Nor is it at all ſtrange, that the writers of the 


New Teftament ſhould make choice of the latter 


verb, gange, when ſpeaking of their initiating, 
goſpel ordinance, though they did not dip the ſub- 


of Judith, chap. xii. 7. that fbe uunt out in the night 


_ amongſt ſoldiers, who are ſeldom very ceremonious 
on ſuch occaſions; and conſidering Judith in the 


believe that ſhe would rip herſelf naked, or even 


to waſh, without dipping entirely under water. To 
conclude, it was certainly commendable, as before 


upon this, and other goſpel ordinances. As ſprink- 
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jects of this ordinance entirely under water ; becauſe 
the ſame word had been uſed, to fignify the religious 
ablutions of the Jews long before. Thus it is faid 


to the valley of Bethulia, and (axigrro literally) 
baptiſed herſelf (em Tx wry) N ar ;AT a fountain 


(e Ty Tapufonn) BY or IN the camp. Conſidering 
the circumſtances of the place, (by or in a camp) 


light of a modeſt, virtuous woman, is it poſlible to 


change her dreſs to bathe in a fountain, where, 
though in the night, ſhe was in danger of being 
ſeen? It is plain, that baptiſing muſt here mean 


hinted, in our Lord and his apoſtles, to adopt ſuch 
terms and modes, as were familiar to the Jews, in 
the inſtitution of baptiſm : it being the moſt likely 
way to make them look with a more favourable eye 


ling, therefore, means much more than you appre- 
hend, when contemptuouſly talking of the inter- 
vention of a few drops of mater; as the thing itſelf 
® If the ſimplicity of an inſtitution is a ſufficient ground for 
deſpifing it, where are we to draw the line? Mr. W. laughs at 
« few drops of water : another may laugh at 4 bit of Bread and a 
drop of wine: a third ſays, what ſignifies going to hear a man talk 
in a pulpit? and a fourth, what profit is there in praying to Ged ? 
** | 
wy mn 


= 


* A | | 
| 


is ſo often ſpoken repeatedly alluded 
in the Sacred Ee 
aſhamed of the cuſtom, * 838 = 
Ti $0 none will be 
. 4 — 
of thx kad 
faith and 


— 


I am, Sin, 


mond | 


1.6. } 


_ 


| 


quence, at the entrance upon his work, which 


we have but little to expect from his ſubſequent 
labours. That ſomething like this is chargeable 


conſidering what has, or may be faid for it, you 
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LETTER BM 


REVEREND SIR, 


HEN an author ſtumbles at the threſhold, 
and betrays that degree of ſelf- conſe- 


every wiſe man will endeavour to keep out of fight, 


upon you, need no farther proof, than what you 
yourſelf have given us, in the beginning of your 
third chapter. © Many long and elaborate treatiſes 


(C have been written upon the ſubjeQ of this chapter, 


« (i. e. infant baptiſm,) by learned men of various 
& denominations ; none of which, it muſt be con- 
** 08, 1 have ever rad.” And pot, witkoue | 


venture to affirm it to be highly probable, that 
baptiſm was not performed upon infants in the 

days of Chriſt or his Apoſtles. *® Where would 
have been the harm, had you deigned to read firſt, 


and write afterwards? And what could have moved 


®*P,m 


you 
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you to publiſh ſuch a declaration ? Were you 
deſirous of letting all men know, that you think 
yourſelf too wiſe to be taught ? Or were you wil- 
ling to have the honour of mating a book upon this 
' others have faid upon it? Or, laſtly, were you 
afraid that a charge of plagiariſm would be pre- 
ferred againſt you? Suppoſing all were determined 
to deal in the ler talionis with you, what then is to 
become of your copies? . Why ſhould you, who 
have neglected to read what others have written, 
expe& that others will read the fruits of your lu- 
cubrations ? An ingrazans — after truth, 
tion, before he ventures to determine for hinafelf ; 9 
but you have gone a ſhorter way to work, by pro- 
nouncing us all in an error, both diſſenters and 
church people, without ſo much as waiting for our 


HEIRS Whey. 


= h——_—__—— 
with ſome degree of ſucceſs) to anſwer your various 
_ cavils againſt BayTISM by SPRINKLING. I now 
proceed to offer an apology, in behalf of myſelf and 
others, who have fallen under the laſh of your pen, 
for continuing a practice, which (I am not afraid 


to fay) has univerſally obtained in all ages of the | 


church, 


defence. 7 | 
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church, and which was ſcarcely ever controverted, = 
unleſs by Montanus and his followers, till the me- 


6 


The baptiſm of our Loed at thirty years of age, ® 
can no more be affigned as a reaſon why others 
ſhould be baptiſed at that age, than his being cir- 
cumciſed at eight days old, can be alledged in 
ſupport of the continuance of circumciſion ; or than 
his being crucified at thirty-three, can be produced 
as 2 circumſtance ſufficient to prove, that it is not 


lawful for any of his diſciples to live beyond that 


age. There are, undoubtedly, many particulars 


in our Lord's life, in which he is not to be con- 


ſidered as a pattern for imitation. We never read 
of his riding but once, and that was upon an aſs, 
without a ſaddle. If you then, according to your 
plan of doctrine, are © a conſcientious believer of 
_ © the Goſpel,” you muſt © feel yourſelf conſtrained 


s to follow the example of your Lord and Maſter,” + 


and never more take the pleaſure of a ride, unleſs 
upon an aſs, with an old coat thrown over him; 
and even this conveniency muſt be enjoyed but once 
in all your life. The oddity of the thing is not to 

deter you; you affect ſingularity, are apparently 
fond to ſay, and why not do, things which are op- 
poſed r 
whole Chriſtian world. 


| * p. 18. + P. 19. 


But 


46 A DEFENCE OF 

But to return, I grant that © no mention at all 
« is made of the baptiſm of infants (totidem verbis) 
« in the whole New Teſtament;“ but that no 
preſumptive proof of the practice can be found 
there, will not be ſo readily allowed. The con- 
| fideration of the ſilence of Scripture, relative to 
this delicate article, ſhould ſuggeſt caution and mo- 
deration to a writer upon the ſubject ; 2 2 
think, that it ought to influence him to Z 
his pen, and wholly abandon the practice, for 
reaſons, that in the courſe of this letter, will be 
propoſed : neither can I admit of the force, or 
| even the juſtice of your concluſions from what 


| paſſed in the council of the apoliles, as recorded 


in Acts xv. + 


If ever you read the chapter, you ſurely muſt 
have forgotten its contents, before you could ſo 
much as dream of *© ceremonies, which it was 
« prudent at that time to impoſe for the ſake of 
< peace. { Had not an immoderate zeal, for the 
you, you never could have thought of an © impo- 
fition of ceremonies” in this epiſtle. The whole 
of it is of the debortatory or prohibitory kind, telling 
' the Gentile converts, what they were to abſtain 

any one ceremony that they were to obſerve. 


„ b. „ +P.3% 1 1d, 


Mr. 
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' You are guilty of other moſt unaccountable 
overſights with regard to this matter. You fay, 


t the Jews, becauſe of the abolition of circum- 


ec cifion, which was the diicriminating mark of 
their being the people of God, began to be ex- 
<« tremely active in oppoſing the propagation of the 
« goſpel, and in perſecuting the preachers of it. 
Here are a few lines crouded with miſtakes. For, 


in the firſt place, none of the apoſtles ever attempted 


to aboliſh circumciſion amongſt the Jews: on the 
| Timothy to be circumciſed, to avoid giving offence to 
that people, Acts xvi. 3. Neither was it debated - 
in the council, whether circumciſion ſhould be di. 
ful to impoje that yoke upon the Gentile converts, 
Acts xv. 10. Nor were the perſons, who then 
or perſecutors of its miniſters : nay, ſome of them 
were even preachers of it themſelves, though they 
had exceeded their commiſſion, Acts xv. 24. and 
all of them were believers of the goſpel, though 
too zealous of the law of Moſes, Acts xxi. 20, 21. 
When we recolle& the - uſe that you intended 
to make of what paſſed in this council, it is ab- 
aan re 
—— your annonaref is. 


* 


You 
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You need not be told, that there could be no 


infant converts amongſt the Gentiles, and therefore, 
to have made them parties in the debate, would have 
been quite foreign to the deſign of the meeting. 
Neither was there any objection, at that time, ſtarted 
againſt the baptiſing of Gentile converts; this was 
allowed to be neceſſary by all: but judaiſing teachers 
crept unawares into the church, and ſowed the ſeeds of 
diſſenſion there, by maintaining, that baptiſm of it- 
felf was not ſufficient ; that it was needful for them, 


to pay as due a regard to the lat of Moſes, as they 


did to the rules of the Goſpel. This being the true = 


ſtate of the controverſy, it was unneceſſary, it would 
have been incongruous, to have made any mention 
of baptiſm in their circular letter to the Gentile 
churches. Poflibly the reaſon why it was never 
plainly declared that baptiſm was to take place of 
circumciſion, was becauſe it would have given too 
great offence to the Jews, who were then fo 
ſtrongly wedded to their ancient ceremonies, as 
rendered it morally impoſſible to prevail upon them 
ſuddenly to forſake them. It was therefore judged 
moſt prudent, to make certain conceſſions to them ; 
to permit them to I ceremonies as were 
not immediately repugnant to the Goſpel of Chriſt, 
it being certain, that in time their prejudices would 


| wear off, and that the approaching deſtruQtion of 


a 42a «= % wwe £4 


- * . 
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would go a conſiderable way towards effecting this 
intention : and till then, he Agate 5 not give 


from certain meats, which were ſuppoſed unclean. 
See Gal. ii. 12, 13. Acts xvi. 3. i. 2126, and 
xxv. 8. 


But there is this common defect in your argu- 
ment: it proves too much. If no ceremony is to 
be obſerved but what was mentioned in the above 
council, then, attending the Lord's table, the re- 

ligious obſervance of the Lord's day, family and 
ſecrer prayer, with every Chriſtian duty is rendered 
equally unneceſſary with the baptiſm of infants, for 
not one word was ſaid about them by either of the 
Apoſtles, who delivered their ſentiments in that 
aſſembly. Vour argument, therefore, by proving 
- too much, proves nothing at all, but falls flat upon the 
| ground, where I leave it for you to raiſe up, and 
96 I pens Rhee. 


*** to 

3 — — (objects you call 
h 

P. 20. Mr. W. here bn. « repentance and convifion,” 


which is very lame divinity. It is in effect ſaying repentance and 
repentancez conviftion, being as inſeparable from repentance 
| | = E as 
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church, is a reaſonable fact, which no pedobaptiſt || 
will defire to controvert. The fame may likewiſe | 
de faid of the Jewiſh proſelytes. A man muſt firſt | 
be convinced that his religion is not founded in 


truth, before he will be perſuaded to give it up; 
and if he is honeſt in his profeſſion, he muſt under- 
ſtand the nature, and believe the excellency of that 
religion, for which he is to make the exchange, 
before he will conſent to be initiated into it. Not 
to do this, would be acting the part of thoſe Dutch- 


1s Bight from i fon. The Greek words which are uſed to expreſs | 
what we call repentance, are Mfdlaueraia and Milavoa, and 


imply a change of mind, and after-wiſdem, or reflefion. But how || 


| there can be this change of mind, and fter-wiſdem, without prior, | 
and accompanying conviQion, I am at a loſs to ſay. If he confiders con- 
iin and belief as ſynonymous terms, he has my leave to do ſo; | 
but ſuch a liberty muſt be the conſequence of a confuſion of ideas, 

In conviQion, the mind is paſſive, and it is produced by that evi- | 
dence of the truth of any fact that is ſet before us: but in believing, 
the mind is active, there is an aſſent and acquieſcence of the will 
and judgment with the truth of the fact thus evidenced. There 
ny rſs. 0 ira egrt, but there may 
be canin, where there is neither that repentance or faith, 
777777 rand Even 


Ovid knew this, when he ſaid 
. ® Video Metiora Proboque, 


* Deteriora ſequor.” 8 
There is but one Scripture, that I know of in the Bible, which can 
give the leaſt countenance to ſuch an uſe of the term; and in that, 
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men, who- trample upon a croſs, to make the 
| Japaneſe believe they are no Chriſtians; or like 
Shechem, who ſubmitted to be circumciſed, from 
no other motive than that of getting a wife, Gen. 
xxxiv. 18, 19. No man of ſenſe or conſcience, will 
think of embracing a religion which he neither 
underſtands nor believes. I never heard of a Jew 
that was ſo abſurd as to endeavour, firſt to perſuade 
people to be circumciſed, and afterwards to exa- 
mine into the truth of that religion of which they 
Apoſtles, having a new religion to eſtabliſh, ſaw it 
needful, firſt to make men converts to that religion, 
and then to baptiſe them into it. The ſame method 
of conduct does every miffionary purſue, who is 


there is evidently a metonymy of the ges for the cauſe, Heb. xi. r. 
Now faith is ( exe[xos) a convincing evidence, or demonfiration of | 
ings noe ſeen. But def not every one ſee that the effet is here 

for the inſtrument effeting? As in 1 John v. 4. this is the 
victory that overcometh the world, even our faith. Here faith is called 
our wifery, becauſe by it we are enabled to overcome an evil 
world. But in the connection in which the term ( convifion) ande 
in Mr. W--.d's book, there is no need of a figure; and to uſe 
words in ſuch a foreign ſenſe, can only tend to confound the 
reader. Indeed the whole paragraph is obſcure, and ſeems to in- 


form us, that repentance and conviction are the conſequence of a = 


perſon's ſorrow for the fins and follies of his paſt life; which could 
never be the author's meaning; for this would even be worſe than 
putting the cart before the horſe. | 

E2 But 
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But I aſk, whether it requires any great happineſs 
of invention or fertility of imagination to prove, 
that the Lord's ſupper was ſubſtituted in the place 
of the paſſover p Is not this demonſtrable from our 
Lord's own obſervance and command? Luke xxii. 
11—19. Were not circumciſion and keeping of the 


Jews, immediately appointed by Jehovah himſelf? | 
Is it ſuppoſable, that our Lord would provide a 
| ſubſtitute for the one, and not for the other If he 

has appointed a ſubfitute for each, may we not rea- 
ſonably expect, that they would be ſuch as were, 
in their nature, ſuited to the ſame age and circum- Y} 
ſtances of thoſe for whom circumci ian and the eating 
of the paſſover were deligned? Would God ap- 
point a ſolemn ordinance, in which the children of 


paſſover, the two grand, ſacramental ordinances of the 


the Jews were to be dedicated to him, and yet not 


favour Chriſtians with a ſimilar ordinance, and equi- 


fimply conſidered, that can render children leſs 
proper ſubjects of that ordinance, than of circumci- 
fron? When the force of the above obſervations 
and queries is duly weighed, will any one continue 
to affirm, that an infant at eight days old, cannot 
as properly be dedicated to God, amongſt Chriſtians, | 
by baptifmn, as the child of a Jew, amongſt. them, 
could be dedicated to God, by circumciſion ? Will 
Mr. W. call this © a poor device, a mere fancy, 
—""=_—_ 1 


valent privilege? Is there any thing in baptiſm, | 
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* invented to ſupport a lame hypotheſis, without 
** 


his. 
' * It > eee es eee e | 


quently overſhoot themſelves, in the plenitude of their zeal for a 
favourite hypotheſis. It is not long fince a perſon ventured to 
aſſert, that © it was abſurd to ſuppoſe God would inſtitute an 
e ordinance in his church, the ſubjects of which muſt neceſſarily 


de ignorant of its nature.” This was faid in the face of a large 


congregation at Dudley in Worceſterſhire; and as though the 
preacher was fully perſuaded of the juſtneſs of his concluſion, he 
added, take that home with you.” If this was not throwing 
duſt in the eyes of the vulgar, I know not what is. For, was not 
God the author of circumciſion ? Did not he himſelf ſay, abi is 
my covenant, which ye ſhall keep between me and you, and thy ſeed after 
| thee, that every man-child ſhall be circumciſed. And be that is eight 
days old ſhall be circumciſed among you, &c.? Gen. xvii. 10, 11. The 
_ diſpute is not here, whether baptiſm was deſigned to ſucceed, and 
take place of circumcifion, (of which there can be no doubt) but 
enn be any greater abſurdity in ſuppoſing God to be the author of 
baptiſm, than of circumciſion; and whether a child is not as fit a 
ſubjeF, and as able to underſtand the nature of baptiſm, as of cir- 
cumcifion ? Chriſt thought them capable of being benefited by his 
bleſſing, and by his prayers; and every good man will remember 
his children. in his ſupplications at a throne of grace. But if 
noch ing of a religious kind is to be done for children, but what 
they can underſtand, we muſt alſo ceaſe to pray for them! Bap- 
tiſm of children, and prayer for them, are both aQs of dedication ; 
a one meſt be dilohed 22 well as the other, foeing they 
Oe oa | 


E z I have 
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I have before obſerved, that the filence of the 
Scriptures may be urged with equal propriety 
againſt the beeping of the Chriſtian ſabbath, as againſt | 
the baptiſm of infants ; for neither Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles have ever commanded this. Will Mr. W. 
therefore, ſo far commence Jew, as never more to 
hallow the Chriſtian ſabbath ? Undoubtedly, the 
reaſon why fome ſubjects, relative to outward 
ceremonies, are more largely explained in the word 
of God than others, is, becauſe of the diſputes 
tures of the New Teſtament were written, or the 
_ abuſe that men had been guilty of, in the uſe of 
them, 1 Cor. xi. 3—22. xiv. 24—31. Hence 1 
' infer, that nothing is ſaid of the baptiſm of infants, | 
in the writings of the Apoſtles, becauſe no oppoli- 
tion was given to the practice in their days. 


Though Mr. W. endeavours to laugh us out of 
countenance, I muſt ſay, that the baptiſm of Lydia 
and her houſchold, Acts xvi. 14—16. the jailor 
and his family, verſe 33. Criſpus and all his houſe, 
Ads xviii. 8. with the houſchold of Stephanas, 
form ſomething more than a © trivial conjecture, 
in behalf of infant baptiſm ; becauſe, undoubtedly, 
there were young children in ſome, if not all of 
theſe houſes. If they had children, the converted 
parents would be as ready to preſent them for 
* 
© Glrif 
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euſtomed to ſee children dedicated to God by cir- 
 cumciſion, it would be natural for Lydia and 
Criſpus, eſpecially, to wiſh their offspring to be 
baptiſed alſo. And as it is more than probable, 
that ſuch attempts were made by parents, had they 
met with a repulſe, it is as natural to expect that 
ſome notice would have been taken of it, as that 
a like occafion, ſhould have been recorded. And 
if Chriſt, though be did not baptiſe children, yet 
of receiving the imward grace; what are we, that 
over, ſeeing the whole houſeholds, of the perſons 
above-mentioned, are faid to have been baptiſed 


. paſſages requires no ſuch Gmitation. ©* Common 


ſenſe does not oblige us to interpret the expreſſion 
Az,“ as meaning but a very ſmall ran r; “ but 
leaves us ſtill at —_— to believe, (manger azz 
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« the baptiſme of infantes is a newe inſtitution in | 
« the church. For Cyprian, a very auncient writer, 
e (who lived at the beginning of the third century) 
«© maketh mention of it, and aunſwereth, that it is 
« not of neceflitic that we ſhould tarrie till the 
« eighth day for the baptifing of them: for that the 
e trueth of the Goſpel hath delivered us from the 
8 | 
* Gay mby wo be e day den the 
„(bo was born in the year 185) writing uppon 
t the epiſtle to the Romanes and uppon Leviticus 
« ſuſficientlie declareth, that infantes were in his 


« time accuſtomed to be baptiſed. And fince that RK 


tc theſe men were not long after the Apoſtles” times, 
<< and that they make not mention of it as a thing 
_ <« invented by them or in their times, it ſufficientlic 
t appeareth, that that CUSTOM CAME FROM THE 
* APOSTLES.” 


In the decrees of Siricius, biſhop of Rome, made 
A. D. 385, it is ordained that © BAPTISM ſhall be 
EF r 


rnit. it is faid, that © infants, particularly ſuch 
as the Moors buy of the Barbarians, ſhall be 
<« baptiſed, if there be not ſtrong evidence, that 
they were baptiſed before.” 


Likewiſe, 
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Likewiſe, in the council of Trulles, held at 
Conftantinople, A. D. 683, canon liii. it was de- 
creed, that the godfather ſhould not marry the mother 
of the rar, for whom he had been ſponſor. 


I could here add other teſtimonies from Juſtin 
Martyr (a ſtill more ancient writer) and others; 
but as thoſe already adduced are fully ſufficient, 
unleſs your objections were ſtronger; to fetch in 
an additional weight of authority, aches 
& break a fly upon the wheel.” 


Indeed, had Chriſt and his Apoſtles intended to 
confirm the Jews in their prejudices, and to throw 
more difficulties in their way than the nature of 
the Goſpel required, they could not have done it | 
more eſfectually, than by attempting to ſtrip them 
of all their favourite ceremonies, without giving 
them any thing in exchange : and therefore, whether 
they conſidered the propriety of that part of the 
| Moſaic ceconomy, which enjoined circumciſion, 
or whether they attended to the dictates of prudence, 
and the neceflity of making proper allowance for 
men's prepoſſeſſions and attachments, they muſt 
ſee it needful to convince the Jews, that they 
would be no loſers: by foregoing their ancient rites 
and cuſtoms ; ſceing that ordinances more ſpiritual, 
and leſs bloody, than thoſe they had heretofore re- 
tained, were propoſed unto them. 


The 
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The Gentile converts alſo, would have had too 


great cauſe to complain of the imperſection of the 


Goſpel diſpenſation, when they ſaw the Jews, who 


dwelt amongſt them, dedicating their children to 


forbid to adopt the practice, but likewiſe abridged 
of any ſuch ſort of privilege. And, no doubt, the 
unbelieving Jews would have made it their earneſt 
endeavour, to give all poſſible weight to ſo material 


ZBut as matters were then fixed; did the Jews 
neglected amongſt Chriſtians, eſpecially of the 
Gentile church, they could reply, Chrift our paſſover 
is ſacrificed for us, therefore we keep the feaſt, in the 
manner he hath commanded us, 1 Cor. v. 7. Did 
they feel for the neglect of the ordinance of cir- 
cumciſion, the Gentile Chriſtians could fay, we 
have a more merciful (Acts xv. 10.) and more 
| baptiſed (by the pouring on, or ſprinkling of water) 
in the name of the FaTHER, and of the Son, and of 
the HoLy GnosT : thus they enter into covenant 
with the HoLy TrxixitTyY. And as water purges 
away filth and makes the earth fruitful, ſo baptiſm, 


is a ſtriking emblem of purity of heart, and fruitful- 
_ nels in good works, 


And 
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And laſtly, I would obſerve that the cuſtoms of 
moſt heathen nations, even the partial emaſcula- 
tions of the poor Hottentots, and our own ideas of 
ceflity, decency and propriety of diſtinguiſhing, in 
ſome way or other, the birth of an immortal foul 
from the birth of a hegt; and whether this can be 
done more properly than by baptifn, let the Scrip- 
ture and common-ſenſe decide. 


I earneftly recommend the above authorities and 
— CINS and am, 
Rev. Sin, 
Yours, Cc. 

J. G. 
® Eſt autem dies lufricus, quo infantes luſtrantur, et nomen 
accipiunt. Macrob. Saturnal. lib. I. cap. xvi. Maribus qui nono 
die poſtquam in lucem editi fuiſſent, feminis vero octavo, nomina 
imponerent, nonnunquam ſeptimo, qui dies luſtricus nomen habet. 
Ab Athenienſibus vero, et omni ſerè Grecia, decimo a natali die 
infanti names imponere ſervatum eſt. Alex. ab Alex. Genial. Dier, 
_ ib. II. cap. xxv. In primo infantum baptiſmate imponitur nomen. 
Hyde Relig. vet. Perſarum, cap. wi. If the Jews circumciſed 
their children at eight days old, and then gave them their names; 
1 Latin, Greeks, and alſo the Perſians had their /»fration days, 
and fixed times in which they initiated their children into their 
religion, and in a devotional manner, gave them their names; 
theſe, and all other nations, would have ſpurned at a religion, 
from the benefits of which their children were rigidly excluded. 
The baptiſm of infants was not a new, but reformed rice; and 
tuch as all nations and people, who received the Goſpel, were 
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P. 8. The facred province of conſcience, is 
what I never wiſh to invade ; and therefore, when 
a man believes adult baptiſm to be an abſolute 
duty, though I would endeavour to convince him 
of his miſtake, I cannot condemn him becauſe he 
- chuſes to ſee and act for himſelf. But when a 
perſon is under the influence of his own violent 
ſpirit, or the ſpirit of a party, and is not content 
. to follow the dictates of his own mind without 
+ railing at others (which ſeems too much the caſe 
with Mr. W.) it is time to ſpeak. For my own 
part, the more I conſider the point, the more I 
am convinced of the validity, decency and piety of 
infant baptiſm, for the following reaſons, which 
have been before explained. Firſt, becauſe God 
was pleaſed to receive infants into covenant with bim- 
why the Almighty ſhould not look with the ſame 
- favourable regards toward the children of Chriſtians, 
as he did toward the children of Jews. Thirdly, 
becauſe Chriſt took children up in his arms and 
bleſſed them, which was more than equivalent to 
a baptiſing of them. Fourthly, becauſe all the 
ancient fathers of note, ſpeak of infant baptiſm, 
as a cuſtom in uſe among ft the Apoſtles, and univerſally 
pratiiſed in the primitive church, and in every ſuc- 
ceeding age; nor did it ever meet with any material 
| Interruption, till the riſe of the Mennonites in Ger- 


F many 


SY 
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many in the ſixteenth century. Fifthly, becauſe 
g 16 n 1 
amongſt the Jews, was generally adminiſtered to 
ſubject; I believe infant baptiſm, amongſt pro- 
felling Chriſtians, to be the moſt proper, and moſt | 
primitive mode of baptiſm ; and that though, if | 
done from good motives, there can be nothing ſin- 


ful in the practice, yet there can be no propriety | 


in baptifing thoſe in their riper years who have been 
baptiſed in their infancy. Laſtly, as there is no- 
thing in the nature of the ordinance, when viewed 


in a Scripture light, that can render the baptiſm of | 


infants either improper, or inexpedient, it is a com- 
' ſort for pious parents to conſider, that God will 
in which he engages to be a father to them and to 
' their ſeed after them. We are, therefore, to con- 
fider our children as devoted to God; lay before 
under to live in the fear and to the glory of God, 
in conſequence of their baptiſmal covenant with | 
the practice of infant baptiſm in the church, 
affords a ſerious and ſeaſonable memento to parents | 


Lord, and dedicated to the xn Gon in the 


ce Thus 1 


| Like water pew”'d * the head, 
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| © Thus did the ſons of Abraham paſs, | 


By milder ways does Jeſus prove = 
His Father's cow nant and his love; 
He ſeals to ſaints his glorious grace, 
Their ſeed is ſprinkled with his blood; 
Their children ſet apart for God; 

His ſpirit on their offspring ſhed, 


Let ev'ry ſaint with cheerful voice, ; 
In this large covenant rejoice; . 
Young children in their earlieſt days, 
Shall give the God of Abraham praiſe.” 


"© LET- 


5 Warrs. 
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LETTER. m. 


— _ 


AT the abuſe of things, is not ſufficient of 1 
eee 
a maxim, the juſtice of which, I preſume, you will 
readily allow : otherwiſe, you know, we muſt no 
more eat a comfortable meal, or drink a cheering ' 
glaſs; becauſe the world abounds with gluttons and | 
drunkards : neither muſt you any more ſuffer a 
decent coat to come upon your back, ſeeing ſo 

many are proud and extravagant in their dreſs : 
nay, what will be fill more mortifying, you muſt 
no longer taſte the ſweets of ſentimental liberty, ſeeing 
Spinoſa, Bolingbroke and Voltaire, have made ſo 
bad an w/e of it; and becauſe, it may, in the end, 
betray you into Hobbiſm ; towards which, it muſt 
be confeſſed, you have already made ſome very 
ſerious advancements. 


Vow will dilly fie che a of this ade ts 
my concluding letter; and will poſfibly anticipate 
the intended concluſion, by inferring, that the abuſe = 


that is ſo mad as to ſuppoſe, the ſalvation of an 


6s 
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of infant baptiſm, or any other Chriſtian inſtitution, 
ought not to determine us to ſet aſide the uſe of it. 


That there is any real efficacy in the water of 
baptiſm to waſh away fin, is what I ſhall never 
plead for ;* neither will Mr. W. be able to pro- 
duce one man, amongſt all the eſtabliſhed clergy, 


infant impoſſible, or at all improbable, ** without 
| the intervention of « prieft, and a drop of water; + 


can only be defigned, to diſgrace an ordinance, 
which you cannot overturn, to miſlead the common 
people, and make old women ſtare. I conſider bap- 

tiſm, merely as an initiating ordinance, and folemn 
dedication of children to God, having no more to 
do with the virtual waſhing away of fin, than the 
circumciſion of children, under the law, had to do 
with the circumciſion of their hearts, Deut. xxx. 6. 
cars, ears, Jer. vi. 10. and lips, Exod. vi. 30. when they 


® Detrahe verbum, — co ati_ne Accedat 

Verbum ad dlementum, 22 — 

Arcus r. 

+ © Sicut in illo latrone, que ex baptiſmi ſacramento defue- 
rat, complevit Omnipotentis benignitas z quia non rz 1A, 
vel conTzM>?TvV, fed neceffitate defuerat : fic in infantibus qui 
non baptizati moriuntur, eadem gratia Omnipotentis, implere cre- 
denda eſt.” If Auguſtine could go fo far, ü2ü•»%? ü Lawn 
venture a ſtep farther, 


F 3 grew 
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| very frongly figurative, as might caſily be proved. 
1 am not diſpoſed, unlefs more particularly called 


- upon, to enter into a critical examination of the 


doctrine of original n; but I muſt acknowledge ; 
rr * 


Dies act Poet fir of Manet nd chore, that 


they were (born) by nature children of wrath? Eph. | 


ii. 3- Where then, and upon whom does your 
cenſure fall ? upon our church, which adopts the 4 
language; or upon St. Paul, who taught her to 
conſider all that are born of woman as children of 
wrath by nature ? Does not the ſame Apoſtle fay, 
Rom. v. 12. that through Adam, death paſſed upon all 
men to condemnation (ep u Tavre; nuaprov) in whom, or 
in which (Adam) all have finned? Had David 
a more wicked father and mother than any one elſe, 
that he only ſhould have cauſe to ſay, behold, I was 
Hapen in iniquity, and in fin hath my mother conceived 
ave? Pf. li. 5. or are all alike equally corrupt and 
finful by nature, having no good thing in them ? Rom. 
7. 18. Poflibly your haſty, raſh cenſure was a ſlip 
of the pen; if ſo, the ſooner you rectify it the 


SP.46. 3 3 
* I believe 


W. 
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I believe none ever were, or ever will be damned; 
merely, for the fin of Adam, whether they die bap- 
tiſed, or unbaptiſed ; but it does not hence follow, 
that children have-not that which is condemnable 
OE EEOC EET INE” 


I hays eaſt of Ge ens * 
good ſenſe, than will permit them to © countenance” 
the ſuperſtitious folly of thuſe, who expect, with 
CC anxious trepidation, the ſuppoſed meſſenger of 
& ſalvation to a fick child.” + We do not think 


our church any where ſay, that baptiſm is abſolutely 
neceſlary to ſalvation. But for the ſake of decency, 
(as children dying unbaptiſed, for prudential reaſons, 


* Even Seneca ſaw the abſurdity of Socinianiſm. He has ſaid, 
n ane. Al ions 


are in all men, though they do not break out in every one alike. 
| $0 4id Propertius, who has declared, that, unicuique dedit witium 


natura creato, Every one has a vice, to which he is naturally in- 
clined. Nay, even the polite Horace, had a clearer view of the 
corruption of human nature (though a heathen) than our Chriſtian 


divine; for ſays he, witiis nemo fine naſeitur, optimus ille eff qui minimis 


wrgetur. No one is born free from vices; and he is the beſt man, 
who is leaſt enſlaved by them, or is oppreſſed with the leaſt. But 
what weight can we expect the authority of heathens to have with 
© man, who will not fubenit to the authority of Serigtuors ? 


1 P. 36, 
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to allay thoſe fears, the cauſe of which it is not 
eaſy to remove, we do go and adminiſter private 
baptiſm to infants, when occafion requires. How- 
ever, I know of none of the order, who dignify 


baptiſm with the title of © a bleſſed luſtration, and | 


a paſſport to the regions of felicity and glory. 
If you chuſe to put ſuch nonſenſe into our mouths, 
we muſt ſubmit. If a man will cry out ſtrange !”? 
till the frenzy is over; and when he enjoys a lucid 

interval, he will ſee the folly of his own outcries. 


But what does all the parade and flouriſh of 
language, throughout this paragraph, amount to? 


Why, ſome people have miſtaken conceptions of 


the nature of baptiſm, and on this account, Mr. 
W. very ſagaciouſiy concludes, it is all a mere 
« farce.” Seeing this then is the whole purport of 
the finely embelliſhed page, it can have no ſerious 
effect upon thoſe, for whom the impotent farcaſm 
ts Mona 


The cuſtomof having godfathers and godmothers, 
to preſent children at the font, is of long ſtanding, 
baving been praftiſed in the church for fourteen | 


* 


* 
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or fifteen hundred years at leaſt; ; * and moſt cer- 
tainly, originated from a good and pious defign ; 
man, it has been, and ſtill is horridly abuſed. Ne- 
yertheleſs, its antiquity ſhould have engaged your 
Teverence, and its abuſe excited your pity ; but (it 
is lawful, even to learn from an enemy, and there- 
fore) I hope all ſponſors for children, into whoſe 
hands your book ſhall fall, will improve by your 
ſevere caſtigation, and act, henceforth, as people 
"TIO 0 


 Tnflead of joining with you in calling con- 
firmation * a ceremony that would better become 
« Simon the Sorcerer, than a Chriſtian biſhop;” + 
&« an unſcriptural appendage to a groundleſs prac- 
cc tice, (i. e. infant baptiſm) fooliſh in every 
view; 1 a medley of folly and profaneneſs, 


* Dionyſius called them ſaſceptores z Tertullian, panfu; and 
Auguftine, reſponſeres, pro FanvuT 1s, lib. I. de peccat, merit. et 
remiſs, cap. xxxiv. Such ſureties, ſeemed peculiarly neceſſary 
for the early ages of the church; that in caſe a child had the mit- 
fortune to loſe its parents, others were under a ſerious engagement 
to take care, that it was not ſeduced by heathens or heretics, 


from the religion of Chriſt, and to ſee that it was early inſtructed 


in the things of God. And did people pay a proper regard to their 
own ſolemn promiſes, they would always feel themſelves nearly 
_ concerned for the welfare of all thoſe, for whom they have ap- 
„ 


n. f 20.3. 
« that 
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« that would excite the pity or the indignation of 
e«« a Mahometan himſelf;”* I believe it a folemn, 
godly ordiagnce ; clearly grounded upon Scripture 
warrant, and, if properly conducted, calculated to 
a perſons with awe and 
godly fear; and to fix upon them a due ſenſe of the L 
vaſt importance of thoſe very interefling engagements, = 
which they then profeſs to take upon themſelves. 


I fall not here content myſelf with bare aſſer- 
tions, but will endeavour to repreſent the matter in 
a ſerious, ſcriptural light. But it may not be 
amiſs firſt to obſerve, that no part of the office for 
confirmation ſo much as ſuppoſes the biſhop, to be 
poſſeſſed of the poter of conferring the gift of the 
Holy Ghoſt upon the perſons confirmed : he only 
prays that God would give his Holy Spirit to the 
perſons on whom he lays his hands, + without even 
e making a ſhow” of communicating this Spirit 
to them. | Your repreſentation, therefore, of the 


*P.29 
| + Quid eſt enim ald manvs 122061710, nift oratio ſuper 
hominem ? Avg. de Bapt. cont, Donat. lib. UI. cap. xvi. 

1 The ſame father gives us to underſtand, that even the 
Apoſtles themſelves did not riſe ſo high in their pretenſions, as 
__ Mr. W. falſely infinuates our biſhops do: for, ſays he, *orabant 
ut (Spiritus Sanctus) veniret in cos, quibus anus 1xPONE- 
| BANT, n 1781 ZUM DABANT.,” De Trinit, —— + 
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matter* is extremely unfair, not to uſe 2. more 
ſevere epithet. 


The cuſtom of laying the hand upon children's 
a bleflag upon tham, ſeems to have been in uſe | 
long before the Apoſtles days. Thus Jacob laid 
his hands upon the heads of Ephraim and Manaſſeh, 
at the command of God, was to take Joſhua (a 
man in whom the Spirit was already) and lay his 
hand upon him, and by that means to add folem- 
nity to the charge which was to be given him in 
the ſight of the congregation, Numb. xxvii. 18, 19. 
That the laying on of hands upon perſons was a 
bgnificant ceremony, made uſe of for various pur- 
no farther proof, than the frequent mention that is 
made of the practice in various parts of the 
New Teſtament, Pf. cxxxix. 5. Job. ix. 
Matt. ix. 18. and Rev. i. 17. 


Tt is not {aid that Chriſt gave his Holy Spirit 
to thoſe upon whom. he laid his hands, and over 


C00 WW 
conſideration, that a haſty young man has been writing about 
be does not know what. Had he carefully read the office for c- 
firmation over, he would have ſeen the futility of the imputation ; 
| . 
P. zz, 38. 1 
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whom he prayed. Neither are we told that it was 
for this purpoſe he was deſired to lay his hands 


|  ypon-the children which were brought unto him. 


The blefling would have been equally valid, had 
he never touched them, but he choſe to adopt that 
- There can be no doubt of Timothy's being con- 
firmed by Paul (if I may fo fay) privately, 2 Tim. 
i. 6. prior to his public appointment to the mi- 
niſterial office, by the laying on of the hands of the 
profbjtery, 1 Tim. iv. 14. That this ceremony 
was not confined to perſons deſigned to fill up ſome 
office in the church, may be learned from Heb. vi. 2. 
where laying on of hands comes immediately after 
| baptiſm; which circumſtance, alone and unſup- 
ported, would go very far towards proving, that the 
anne of laying on of bands, was 5s frequent and 
univerſal, as that of baptiſm. For this we have 
the teſtimony of Tertullian, who lived in the 
ſecond and third centuries. His words are, © the . 
« fleſh is waſhed, (not dipped) that the ſoul might 
| © be purified; the fleſh is ſealed, that the foul might 
<< be fortified; the fleſh is ſhadowed by the impoſition 
< of the hand, that the ſoul might be illuminated 
by the Holy Ghoſt.” * Jerome likewiſe ſays, 


ene alluitur, ut anima emaculetur z caro ſignatur, ut 


anima muniatur ; caro manus impoſitione adumbratur, ut anima 


Spiritu illuminetur,” TIA TUI. 1 | 
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< the biſhop ſhould go forth diligently, to lay bis 
* hands upon, and invecate the Holy Spirit in behalf 
of thoſe, who, at a diſtance, in the leſſer 
et cities, have been baptiſed by the preſbyters and 
cc deacons. Again, in the Laodicean Code, 
words : they who are baptiſed, ought, after bap- 
« tiſm, to be anointed with the ſuperceleſtial oil, + 
<< or be confirmed; for confirmation, in thoſe days,” 
ſays biſhop Beveridge, ©* was ordinarily called 
union.” You may now make your own ob- 
preſented, Was you open to conviction, the ar- 
guments I have drawn from Scripture, and the 
venerable authorities from Tertullian, Jerome, 
and a ſynod of biſhops, convened A. D. 367, 
would ſerve to evince, that confirmation, when 
piouſly conducted, cannot, with any degree of 
decency, be called © an uaſcriptural appendage to a 
* groundleſs practice, fooliſh in every view; not 

& half ſo defenſible as tranſubſtantiation; 1 or a 
* mottey of folly and profaccnct.”'] Inattention, * 


* « Ue nnr whites per profigrece 


r 
manus impoſiturus excurrat.” Hizzon., | 


+ Au PulSouerovs pra To Baxhoua xpu da Neher. 


pan. Syn. Laod. C. XLVII. See Bev, Thefur, Theol. 
| wol.ll. p. 64. 
ai 6 1 a 
\ | 
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inexperience, or the heat of youth, may as yet. 
n 


1 freely confeſs, that if perſons are preſented to . 


the nature of the ceremony were never received; 
the ordinance, by ſuch an abuſe, moſt certainly 
the clergyman is conſcientious, careful and dili- |} 
gent in inftrufting the ſeveral candidates in his | 
pariſh, and will recommend none, but what he | 
knows and believes to be properly prepared, the 
pratice appears to me capable of doing good fer. 
vice. And from what is ſaid of it in the Scrip- 


aſhamed, to ſend this apology for it into the world, 


- Here I intended, for the preſent, to bid you fare- | 
wel; but upon ſecond thoughts, I conclude it 


will not be very genteel, to paſs over unnoticed, þ 


proper anſwers, expreflive of their knowledge of 


- tures, and by the fathers, I am not afraid or |} 
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what you eſteem, by far, the moſt important 
part of your bock. 


The propoſition to be defended in this laſt chap- 
ter, is moſt certainly curious in the extreme. 
<« Baptiſm,” ſays our author (in perſect uniſon, in 
this place, with Socinus, and other Polonian 
brethren) at whatever age, and in whatever 
<« form adminiſtered, it now, and akvays was unne- 
c cefſary, and improper to be practiſed on the children 
4 of Chriftian parents.” + An aſſertion of this ſort, 
coming from George Fox, or Robert Barclay, 
would not have ſurpriſed me; but when dropping 
| from the lips or pen of a member and miniſter of | 
the Church of England (as you moſt myſteriouſly 
call yourſelf) it is truly ſtrange. And what makes 
it till more fo, is, that forty-three pages have been 
taken up in an attempt to evince, that infant bap- 
tiſm, and baptiſm by ſprinkling, are erroneous 
practices; and that the immerſion of adult ſubjefts, 
is the only Scripture mode of adminiſtering that 
ordinance. You alſo in effect tell us, that as 
* Chriſt was baptiſed by immerſion at thirty years of 
<< age, every conſcientious believer of the Goſpel, 
will feel himſelf conſtrained to follow the ex- 
_ < ample of his Lord and Maſter (in being baptiſed 
<6 at that age alſo) though in oppoſition to the 
practice of all mankind.” And notwithſtanding 
| 8 8 + 1d, 

Ga this 
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this preceding, peremptory declaration, and without 
giving us the leaſt intimation in the firſt two chap- 
ters, of what you intended to efſay in your laſt, you 
have, unexpectedly, after all this trouble, with 
one daſh of your pen, unſaid all that you had faid 


thing uncommon ; but for a man to write, and 
make his thoughts public, with a profeſſed deſign 
of being inconſiſtent with himſelf, and entirely 
to ſuperſede, at once, all his preceding obſerva- 
<« tions concerning baptiſm,” is a device truly 
novel: in point of time, peculiar to the year ſeven- 
teen hundred and eighty-one ; and with reſpe& to 
the place and perſon, peculiar to Warrington and 
tothe claſſical tutor there. I have heard of ſome em- 
pirics, who will wound themſelves, to prove the 
healing quality of their own ſalve ; but then, they 
take care that the wound is not too deep, and in 
— Neither is it at all firange, for 
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in the matter; but in the concluſion of your book 
(without the leaſt previous warning) to © ſuperſede, 


| at once, all your preceding obſervations,” ſeems to 


| * ſurpriſe, we can only ſmile at you, and compare 


manifeſt a ſecret intention to confound and ftrike 
every body dumb; but when we recover from our 


you to a man, who is buſily employed in building 
wich one hand, and pulling down with the other.“ 


But 1 now proceed to bew, that the poſition, _ 
which you engage to defend in your laſt chapter, 


has no more countenance, or ſupport from Scrip- 
ture, than the other oppolite poſitions, which (for 
reaſons beſt known to yourſelf) you have ſtrangely 
attempted to maintain in the former part of your 
book. Some of my arguments will be fairly drawn 


<< before the commencement of his public miniſtry, 
when he had arrived at his thirtieth year.” And 
in page 19, you ſay, © what Jeſus Chriſt himſelf 
_ © ſubmitted to in his own perſon, and never de- 
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« his own mouth, or by his Apoſtles, muſt certainly 
tc be right, and obligatory to all intents and pur- 
& poſes upon all his diſciples, in every generation, 
<« to the end of time.” But Jeſus Chriſt himſelf 
did ſubmit, in his own perſon, to be baptiſed ; he 
has never declared it to be improper or inexpedient, 
either by his own mouth, or by his Apoſtles; and 
therefore, baptiſm muſt be ſubmitted to by all his 
diſciples (at one period or other of their lives) in 
every generation, to the end of time, although they 
are born of Chriſtian parents, even you yourſelf |} 
being judge. Either you muſt give up your own | 
FRG ITO ID CGE 1 G0 CIS. 


Again, page 21, you obſerve, that © infants have 


| . © no need of repentance ; for repentance implies 


6 guilt, and guilt implies knowledge. They are 

<< utterly incapable, therefore, both of repentance 
<« and conVICT10N,” (rare divinity I) conſequent- 
ly improper ſubjeQs for baptiſin. But will the | 


| perſons? May it not be faid, that all who have | 


arrived at years of maturity, have actually , 
and come ſhort of the glory of Gad? Rom. vi. 23. 
Will not every mouth be flopped, and the whale world 
become guilty before him? Rom. iii. 19. A man 
muſt either be perfe? or a ſinner ; but as none are 
Perfect, all are finners; and if all are finners, all 

* ( 

8 Luke 
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cedent to baptiſm, baptiſm muſt always be ſubſe- 
quent to-repentance : therefore, as every Chriſtian, 

who has ſinned, has need of repentance; fo is it 
Den ne 

penitent be © baptiſed, in conſequence of his ſincere 
ſorrow for the fins and follies of his paſt life,” &c.* 


| You likewiſe conſider another prerequiſite for 


| baptiſm, to be, a conſcientious perſuaſion, that 


Jeſus of Nazareth was the true Meffiah, ap- 
< pointed by God for the redemption of the whole 
rene to the hope of 
r happineſs and immortality.” But infants are 
incapable 'of this conſcientious perſuaſion ; or to 

ſpeak in Scripture language, they are incapable of 
believing ; for believing, being an act of the mind, 
implies 2 knowledge of the object upon which 
faith is acted. For example, you could not know 
Chriſt, or believe in him, whilſt an infant. You 
could not afford your aſſent to the Goſpel di 

e 
ſtanding it. There was 2 time, therefore, in which, 
according to the nature of things, ( 
your regular education from the firſt in the know- 
ledge of the Chriſtian religion) you could not be 
a believer of the Goſpel. If you are now a believer, 
7 e 
ſuch; and if your < conſcientious perſuaſion ” was 


® P,20 
always 
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1 baptiſm of courſe ſhould F 


in your fyſtem, (the materials of which bear a very 
near reſemblance to thoſe of which the image was 
made, which Nebuchadnezzar faw in his dream) and 
to prove yourſelf a conſcientious believer of the 
Goſpel, + + Aras : 


was baptiſed, when he had arrived at his thirtieth 
year. He muſt be baptiſed, either as a convert, or 
as an example and pattern of imitatidn to all his 
diſciples.” To be baptiſed as a convert, he could | 
not, for he was truth itſelf, John xiv. 6. As he 
with any propriety of language, be ſaid to be con- 
verted to the truth. If you allow -that he was 
baptiſed as a pattern of obedience and © imitation 
to all his diſciples,” the uſe I muſt naturally make 
of ſuch a conceſſion, is to infer, that all his diſciples 
muſt follow his fleps ; pad thin, what is to become 


„„ 


Ir io be n 
chapter now under conſideration, they who are well 
| need not @ phyſician, but they who are fiel, it muſt be 
this. 2 


to 


INFANT BAPTISM, &c. 


I to your Pelagian, Socinian ſyſtem, are born pure 


and innocent; and, therefore, having no fins to be 
waſhed away, in baptiſm, they need not be baptiſed. 
Chriſt we know. was born truly pure ; he was 
that holy thing formed in the Virgin Mary by the 
agency of the Holy Ghoſt ; perſectly free from 
every ſinful inclination, and perfectly. holy in heart 
and life; and yet he was circumciſed at eight days 
old, and baptiſed when thirty years of age; and, 
therefore, were children born as pure and clean as 
you imaging thaw to. he, it could pet ſuperſede the 
2 | 


Be it farther obſerved, that «a 1 
been regularly educated in the Chriſtian religion, 
<« and who never could at any time be called an un- 
< believer” ¶ Rara avis in terris I) is no proof, could 
fuck woke be found, that he ought not to be 

Certainly Chriſt, though made under 


_ Gal. jv. . was, nevertheleſs, born a 


_ Chriſtian. He © never could, with any propriety of 
language, be called an unbeliever,” and yet he con- 


| fidered himſelf as a © ſuitable object (ſubject you 


| educated in the knowledge of the Chriſtian religion, can 


pi 


1. . 
I have 
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. in oppolition to what you ſay, page 64, that 
holineſs, whether real or relative, does not ſet aſide 
the neceffity of baptiſm. Your words are, ** hea- 
< thens are holy by baptiſm, the children of Chriſ- 
4 tian parents by birth-right. Baptiſm is neceſſary 
erg | 
<« the latter, who are Awars Chriſtians.” But 
would not the ſame argument have held good againſt 
the circumciſion of thoſe who were Fews by nature, 
and not ſinners of the Gentiles ? Gal. ii. 15. Does 


not Paul, when ſpeaking of the Jewiſh nation, fay, 4 


they were boly both in root and branch ? Rom. xi. 16. 
Nevertheleſs, all the hol bratches, ſpringing from | 
that bely reer, Abraham, were circumciſed. Hence 1 
_ conclude, that as the relative holineſs of the Jews, 


did not take away the neceflity of circumciſion, 
neither. can the relative holineſs of thoſe who are | 


born of Chriſtian parents, render baptiſm unne- |, 
oeſſary for them. Tf circumciſion was needful for 


the former, baptiſm mult conſequently be wage 
for the latter. 


Ie is plain, that your caris aguin{ bigtif, 
the conſequence of your having formed falſe con- 
_ceptions of the nature and deſign of the ceremony. 
| You conſider it as a ſandifying and ſaving, rather, 
than an initiating ordinance, „* 


+ anſwer, that there is not one word in the whole 
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of dedicating and conſecrating children to God, and 


receiving them into his church. Their holineſs is 
purely relative. They are brought into a new 
Is LHInng DES CEN 
6— | 


Again, page 52, you declare, that © there is 
certainly no direction in the New Teſtament 
cc relative to baptiſm, which clearly comprehends 
<< every deſcription of people whatſoever, in every 


„ poffible circumſtance, whether regularly in- 
es ſtructed in the Chriſtian faith, or utter ſtrungers 


«to it. To this quibble. it would be ſufficient to 


New Teſtament upon which to ground the ſhadow 
of an argument againſt the adminiſtration of bap- 
tiſm to all the diſerples of Chrif, in every generation to 


Co converſion ; 2b" te 
Chriſtians ſhould fill de univerfal. 


| To be ſure, it is no where. ſaid,. that G. W. 
Bachelor of Arts, 2 College, 


nnn when tos: much fireſs was, 
perhaps, laid upon baptiſm, Auguſtine, in his fourth book againſt 
the Donatiſts, chapters xxjil. xxiv. Ac. ſays, “ Ipſum ſacramen- 
tum multum valet &C. initiando, et recipiends * INFANTES in e- 


1 ternum electorum ccetum.” Aud, agiin, — 


2 cer deeft, et & conta.“ 
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(Cambridge, and gel Tas at Wants. 


ters had multiplied words like the gentlemen of the 


are as full and comprehenſive as they can be. The 


command: was, go ye therefore into ALL the wORLD, 
and preach the Gifpel to xvexyY caratTuRE, Mark 
Xvi. 18. or, go ye therefore, and diſciple ALL xA- 
TIONS, (by) bapti/ing them in the name of the Fa- 


| THER, and of the Son, and of the Horx Gnosr.— | 
| Hnd bh, 1 am with you always, even to the end of the | 
age ; or as long as this world, and the Goſpel diſpenſa- 
tion ſhall endure, Matt. xxviii. 19. 20. The prac- F 
tice of baptiſing was to extend as far, and continue 


as long in uſe, as that of teaching ; and how could 


the words be more comprehenſive ?; But you far- 
ther add, © nor can any example of the baptiſm of 
tc children born of Chriſtian or believing parents, 

<« be produced from any part of the Sacred Wri- / 

« tings.” This, you call, © a manifeſt preſumption 
tc againſt the performance of baptiſm upon ſuch F 


<« children: PRESUMPTION - indeed! By the 


ſame rule of argumentation I can prove any thing. 
It is no where poftively ſaid hit (ny CORE 


believers in Chriſt ; I 34 1 | 


ſtant, they were as remarkable for their ferility, 
as they were for their piety / It is no where ſaid, 


a aw A. ane r ww aw © a «a .co co af d a £4 £6. 


ae a at. 
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were born with #ueaDs upon their ſhoulders, and 
this is a manifeſt preſumption, that they were all 


born monſters! Such ſophiſms do not deſerve an 
Known, and well authenticated fats, ſpeak as 
loudly and convincingly, as words can poſſibly 


none were admitted members of the Chriſtian 
church, at its firſt eſtabliſhment, but by baptiſm; 
therefore you miſtake the caſe, when you ſay, 
page 64th, © baptiſm will only be practiſed by the 
true diſciple of Jeſus, upon converts, from 
idolatry, or any falſe religion, to the belief of 
« Chriſtianity.” God himſelf was the inſlitutor of 
the Jewiſh religion; it therefore, could not be 
a falſe religion, though it was to give place to the 
religion of the Goſpel. The Lord Jeſus, who was 
not a convert, in any ſenſe of the word, was not- 
withſtanding baptiſed. The Jews alſo, who were 
not converts from any falſe religion, and who were 
bob in root and branch, were nevertheleſs, obliged 
_. to ſubmit to that ordinance, as many as received the 
ETERNAL WORD, who came firſt to his own, John 
And ſeeing baptiſm was, originally, 
indiſcriminately adminiſtered to people of every 
deſcription, and foraſmuch as there is not the leaft 
| hint, either expreſſed or implied, in any part of the 
word of God, that can in any reſpe& countenance 


- 
We all know, and Mr. W. muſt grant, | 
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the diſcontinuance of the pradiice, it is abſolutely | 


aſtoniſhing, how this vo- SAP TIN wan firſt 
entered into the MIND of Seocinus, and his mot- 
' tey tribe of followers. But the oppiTtY, or no- 
VELTY of an opinion, is ſufficient to procure the 
patronage of men, famous only for their inflability. 


ſumptive proof, you proceed, page 54th, to pro- 


' _ duce, what you have the modeſty to pronounce, 


% clear demonſtration of the juſtneſs of your : 
| poſition, from the writings of St. Paul.” 


reft the firength of the whole argument upon, is of very 
ſtrength of a cauſe is reſted upon a foundation, fo 
_ exceedingly dubious, there is great reaſon to ſuſpeR, 
that the cauſe itſelf is doubtful alſo. The anbgliev- = 
ing huſband is ſandified by the wife, and the unde 
lieving wife is ſan@ified by the huſband ; elſe were your | 


2 7 


Tired of the uncertainty of inference, and pre- | 


children unclean, but now are they holy, 1 Cor. vii. 15. 
Here I may put you in mind of your own thread- i 
bare objection, by telling you, that there is not 


relation. to hepeifh, dr is the commer, the ans, | 


or the whole chapter out of which it is quoted. 1 


But as ſtopping here would appear like begging the 
queſtion, I will give the argument a thorough 
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myſterious paſſage, (which, in your uſual ſtrain 
of poſitivity, you think muſt be evident to every 
reader) to be this. If both the huſband and wife 
were unbelievers, the children would of courſe be 
unclean, i. e. neither federally nor relatively holy; 
and therefore, could have no right to-the privileges 
of the Chriſtian church, but would be brought up 
in heatheniſm. But if either the man or the woman 
believed in Chriſt, and had been united to his 
parent, were federally and relatively holy, and had | 
therefore a right to a participation in the privileges 
and ordinances of the church, eſpecially baptiſen, 
in conſequence of their being thus related to one of 
its members. And ſo we fee, that children who 
were bought with money, or bern in the bouſe of a 
deſcendant of Abraham, had a 'right to circumciſion, 
in conſequence of their relation to the covenanted 
people of God, Gen. xvii. 10—15. Baptiſm and 
circumciſion, may each of them be conſidered, both 
in the light of a duty and privilege; and as the 
relative holineſs of children, entitled them to the pri- 
circumciſion, under the law, it is a fi- rate abſur- 
di to ſuppoſe, that the relative holineſs of children, 
ſhould exempt them from the duty, and exclude them 

from the privilege of baptiſm, under the Goſpel. 
nn . 
2 
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and diſqualification in another. A theological blunder 
this, which all but ſentimental libertines, who plead | 
an excluſive right to talk nonſenſe, will be aſhamed | 


It requires very great violence, even to accom- 
modate the Scripture at all to your purpoſe; but 
when properly underſtood, and diſencumbered of 
poſed upon it, it certainly makes more againſt you, 


than for you; and therefore, to call it a plain dnn 


tration of the juſtneſs of your poſition, argues a moſt 
uncommon degree of obſtinate temerity. Beſides, 
the argument you attempt to deduce from the above 
paſſage, labours under the ſame inconveniency, {| 
which is evident in moſt of your concluſions : it 


proves tas much. For it is plain from the Apoſtle's 


words, that whether the man or the woman were 
ſtill in a Rate of heatheniſh darkneſs, they were 
nevertheleſs relatively bah, by being united to a þ 
believer in Chriſt. The unbelieving huſband, is ſanc- | 
tified or made boly by the wife, and the unbelieving wife, 
is ſandtified or made holy by the huſband. So that 


buſband and the wife, becauſe one was made ſuffici- 
ently holy, by the baptiſm and faith of the other. If 


upon your plan, it was needleſs to baptiſe both the |} 


relative holineſs ſuperſeded the neceſſity of baptiſm in 
children, it muſt do the ſame with reſpe& to the 


unbelieuing parent. This I aver to be fair argu- 1 


ment 
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his wife, and that to BAPTISE ONE, Was, A 


þ to BAPTISE zoTH ! 


Be it as it it will, having before proved, that the 
relative, or even real holineſs, whether of infants or 
grown-up perſons, does not render baptiſm leſs 
a-duty, both from your own words, and from the 
Scriptures of truth; and as it is plain from the 


practice of the church, for time immemorial, that 
baptiſm has always been adminiſtered, not only to 
the converts to Chriſtianity, but alſo to thoſe born 
of Chriſtian parents, I cannot be at all affected, by 
what does not even deſerve the name of, preſumptive 


proof, drawn, or rather VIOLENTLY EXTORTED 
from 1 Cor. Vit. 12—14. 


It is not poſſible to ſupport what you here think 
you have demonſtrated ; and it is ſurpriſing, that 
any man of ſenſe, ſhould undertake to defend an 


opinion, which is ſo contrary to the judgment of 
nearly the whole Chriſtian world. 


Bot chough ot war with all he warld htc, 
it is pity you ſhould be at war with: ff, and 
H 3 cantradic? 
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ail is cas pine cr deck whet ran nns 
in another: yet ſo it is. You ſay the church of 
England is the moſt tolerant of any church in 
< Chriſtendom ;”* yet complain, that ſhe . exer- 
&< ciſes an impious tyranny over the conſciences of men, 
4 from a contempt of God"s ſole deminion.”” + Now 
how is it poſſible for a tolerant, and MOST TOLERANT 
CHURCH, #0 exerciſe an IMPIOUS TYRANNY over the 


conſeiences of men, fran @ CONTEMPT of Gop's 5oLE 


tyranny, meet together in the ſame perſon, at the 
fame time, and on the ſame occaſion ? Surely, Sir, 
the raptures of your mind, when penning your 


be S and — tyen- 1 
nical church, with a few ſugar plumbs. '” 


But this is not all; for in the above-mentioned 
dedication of your Eſſay on Inſpiration, you call 
this moſt tolerant church, the moſt enlightened church | 
alſo, in all Chriftendom : at the ſame time, you 


1 replete with ⁵ 
erable Aupidity and profaneneſs. Nay, becauſe 


3 


4 See Nr, , W-----d's Treatiſe on Baptiſm, p. 42. $K 
2 . ſhe | f 


* repreſent her ceremonies as a medley of folly and | 4 
o my: in every view ; calculated to excite | ; 
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are born in fin, and children of wrath, you repreſent 
her. as ſupporting a groundleſs notion, diſhonourable to 
\ the Father of mercies, ſhocking to common ſenſe, and the 
$3 JPY POR You likewiſe inſinuate, that 
| congregation. al o wind tw the ws A. 
this moſt enlightened church, retains the DAMNABLE | 
ERROR of a TrINITY in Unity! And yet you 
are a MEMBER of this CHURCH ; and yet you are 
| a benevolent man; and have told us, that © benevolence 
| © js ſet before faith and hope, as the moſt excellent 
"  « and durable of all perfeftions.” + O all ye Preſby- 
terians, Independents, Methodifts, Quakers, Baptiſts 
Sandimanians, Meoravians, Papiſts, and every other 
denomination of Chriſtians, know ye at your peril, 
that if ſo many heavy charges can be brought 
againſt the eſtabliſhed church, the moſt enlightened, 
and moſt tolerant church, in all Chriſtendom ; if ſhe 
and her members are :mproufly tyrannical,f and hold 


F. 36. + P. 30. 


1 Mr. W. may perhaps ſay, that he does not mean to apply 


this charge, of impiozs tyranny, to the church of England; but 
certainly, in the connection in which the words ſtand, it is im- 
poſſible to apply it any where elſe; for in the ſame paragraph 
he ſays, even we, the members of a reformed church,” &c. 
The whole book is intended to diſcredit the defines, and burkſque 

the 
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the damnable error of a Trinity in Unity; you, who 
are not ſo tolerant, or ſo far enlightened, muſt be 
in a worſe than damnable error; and therefore, if 


you do not ſpeedily enlighten and reform yourſelves, 
you will be DoUBLY DAMNED | if what this author. 


ſays is true. 


O Sir, though it is matter of comparative indif- 
ference to the members of the church of England, 
and to every man of TRULY © LIBERAL SENTI- 
MENTS,” how you act, or what you fay ; yet for 
little regard to appeayonces, do, either be leſs laviſh Þ 
the ceremonies of the eſtabliſhed church ; neither is there more than 
ene plain hint to the difſenters, page 34, and that is brought in 
in ſuch a manner, as to manifeſt, that the chief buſineſs of the 
with bs with © (vant Bat of gengn. By the church of Eng- 
which are by law eſtabliſhed, and the members ſubſcribing thereto, 
Not to admit this, would be to ſuppoſe, that our author intends - 
to inform us, that the wall are moſt enlightened, by having good 
tore of windows; that they are more tolerant, and have more 
mercy on blaſpbeming Sccinians, who enter within them, than St. 
John (is ſaid to have) apprehended the walls of the bath would 
«© Tus ENEMY oF Gop.” See Echard's Ecclefiaſt. Hiſt. We 
muſt likewiſe believe our author means to tell us, that though the | 
church errs eſſentially ia dofrize, diſcipline and ceremonies, her 
EMOLUMENTS are? nevertheleſs uuf Y ontTRHODOX; towards 
which (it is whiſpered, that) ſome certain gentlemen, ftill retain 
a worm fide, 


of 
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of your compliments, or leſs liberal of your cenſure ; 


elſe you will be looked upon as one, ui eundem 
fepi et laudat et ledit, or as the man in the fable, 


We live in a land of liberty, breathe a free air, 
and muſt not pretend to bully each other, either 
into ORTHODOXY or HETERODOXY. And it ſeems ex- 
| liberty of ſentiment, and complains, in ſuch moving 
language, of the impious tyranny of others, ſhould 


not preſcribe proper bounds —— 
CONDEMNING SPIRIT, “ 


Wine On defiice cad. eommates of ho ae 
bliſhment modelled to your mind, Cranmer, Ridley, 
their blood, were they to riſe from the dead, would 
not nem, or own your church. When men have 
almoſt entirely changed their ground, they can 
no longer be ſaid to be members of the ſame church, 
to which they belonged before ſuch change took 
place, any more than I can be called a member of 
the church of Rome, or of every other Chriſtian 
community upon the earth, becauſe there is ſome 
particular, either in doctrine or diſcipline, in all 
theſe churches, which I may approve of. By the 


0 Ws tolerit Gracchos de ſeditions querentes ? 
JuvsxAL. 


ſame 
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ſame rule, as you call yourſelf a member of the 
church of England, you may ſay you are a member 
of every church in the whole world. Good God. 
A man who denies the aToNEMENT of Chriſt, who 7 
denies the Divinity of the Sox and Srmrr, calling 
it (horreſco referent) a damnable hereſy! who ridicules F 


the dedtrine of original fin ; ſports with, and re- 


a member of the church of England! What an 
unparalleled inconſiſtency ! No, Sir, was I in your 
place, I would forever give up the groundleſs claim, 
in the worſhip of thoſe, who are in a damnable error. 
I would either ſet up for myſelf, or be content with } 
ſerving God according to the diQates of my own 
conſcience, in my own houſe, where I ſhould not 
run any hazard of offending others by acting 2 
dumb ſhow, or by any other peculiarity of behaviour 
in the houſe of God. The eyes of all are now upon 
you, and unleſs you can condeſcend to become a Few |} 
to the Few, as St. Paul did, 1 Cor. ix. 20. great 1 


Tou have told us plain enough what you diſap- 1 


| have faid all; neither are we informed whether 


there is any thing, or what it is in our liturgy * 
that meets with your approbation. You drab us 
unmercifully for our faults, but do not tell us 

8 
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whether we muſt begin to mend the preſent, or make 
an entire new ſervice; whether you would have us 
proceed upon Dr. C—k's or Mr. L—y's plan, or 
to adopt the Liverpool liturgy ; or whether we are 
to be beholden to that Renegado-liturgy-monger, who 


in the year 1776 publiſhed, what he calls a Liu 

on the univerſal Principles of Religion and Morality ; 
in which the author ſuppoſes Trinitarians, Arians, 
lent in the wild prejector, even ATHEISTS may join |! 
though he has not told us what Atheifts have to do 


with prayers, &c. As a farther recommendation of 


this fame univerſal liturgy, I beg leave to obſerve, 

that you are in no danger of being offended by 
ſceing the adorable Jeſus © afſociated with the Fa- 
ther in this pretended worſhip ; for he is not once 
mentioned in the whole ſervice ; no, not ſo much as 
ee allowed to hold up the train of a prayer, to tag 
a thankſgiving, or to cloſe the rear of a collect. 
Would not this do? | 


= Though I do not think our form perſect, and in 
every reſpect incapable of amendment ; yet theſe 


ue not altering days, neither will it ever be poſſible 


1 © pgs a: and wee wo to begin to: ah, a 
ae ; 
6 | P 

a 1 
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to ſome hands, we ſhould either meet with a di 
figuring ESCHAR, where there is now only an almoſt 


the faireſt face) or elſe we ſhould ſee her ſtripped 
of all her priſtine ſimplicity and beauty, and expoſed 
quite naked and bare. God in mercy grant, that 
Arians and Socinians may never be appointed the 
reformers or refiners in our church ; for whenever 


imperceptible FRECKLE, (which may be found upon | 


the liturgy is deſtined to paſs through their chemical 1 


proceſs, we may ſhut up the doors, and write 
ICHABOD upon them ; for, from that moment, her 
chief glory will depart, 1 Sam. iv. 21. and nothing 
„ IT'S 0s cs rs: a body © * 
without a foul. © | 


ee et new 
performances are likely to gain many converts to 
your cauſe, yet as ſome weak minds may be ſtaggered 

with what you have advanced concerning baptiſm, 
Kc. I have endeavoured to furniſh ſuch perſons 
with a ſeaſonable antidote; and I am perſuaded, 


has been paſſed over unneticed, or unanſwered. I did 
intend to publiſh fome few thoughts upon your Þ 
« Effay on Inſpiration; but having more pleaſing, | 
and more important ſtudies to purſue, I believe 
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what I have written in defence of thoſe ceremonies 
of our church which you have ſo openly traduced, 
to ſtand or fall at the tribunal of the public. If 
1 have dee well—it is that which 1 defired; but if 
flenderly and mean, it is thet which 1 
*** 


As to the fubjeRt of infant baptif;a, a many bes- 


and in his "Rejoinder. Could I have. done it in an 


equally public manner, without commencing author, 
I ſhould have been content with directing you and 


only to fay, that what 1 here offer to the public 
1 is rather calculated, in ſome reſpect, to anſwer a 
local puryoſe. There are ſome arguments advanced, 
D 
1 | but 
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ſuppoſing throw any new 
it impoſſible to 

ie rn is i, ey fk Ca 
ee bk bf mend Ima 
r idity, whilſt a better written — 
NAI 


— 


LX temper, though I may _ 
2 perſon perhaps, anſwer you. 

„ e, err 
will 


ſpirit, and alſo of your ſubject. Study | 
of your own 


thence when men make a pompous diſplay of || 
of ke a 7 | 
2 learning, and load their pages with 1 
the: ; y inp. San Ann ; 
ations . 2 

„ | | 
the 


phyſic, it is degenerated ii 


publications, ariſe 
it does not 
I ad- 
2 — pr. Tat 
from any, in you, and fhoald | mo 
der den we. 2 2 d in the ſervice of 
ee * 1 
= = Your ſentiments I = 
a better | 


. 


Though I have been very free in my animad- 
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have, in ſome meaſure, learned to diſtinguiſh be- 
twixt a man and his opinions; and therefore, though 


poſe them, perhaps, with too great a degree of l- 
neſs and ſeverity, my worlt wiſh and prayer for you, 
is, that God, whoſe prerogative it is, to * ſhew 
e to them that be in error the light of his truth, 
| © to the intent that they may return into the way 
of righteouſneſs,” may convince you of your 
dangerous and - pernicious miſtakes ; fill you with the 
knowledge of his will in all wiſdom; and finally, 


give you 4 right underflanding in all une τ 
Im, Sin, 


Tur very humble Servant, 


J. G. 


P. S. It will be eaſy to ſee, that I have uſed the 
term /ibertine, in the above letters, in a zew, and 
accommodated ſenſe. I am far from intending to 
inſinuate, that Mr. W. is an immoral man: and 
if I knew him to be ſuch, I ſhould take no pleaſure 

in 
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in declaring it: neither do I mean to fay, that his | 
ſentiments have an immoral tendency. *® On the 
contrary, I muſt acknowledge there are many parts 

of his conduct worthy of imitation ; but there are 
men, who will not ſubſcribe to any eſtabliſhed | 
SYSTEM OF FAITH; who reef? all nne; dif- 7 
pute the truth of ſome parts of the Sacred Wri- 
tings, and build ſuch doctrines upon others, as they 
were never deſigned to ſupport. In fine, they make 
Geir own 2n4:08, rather than the Scnurunns, | 


# 


* Not immediately, becauſe even an infidel may be a moral 
nan; H ae 


Tho attentive and candid readey will pardon, and be kind « 

to corre the following 

E R RAT A, | 
, lines 24 and 25, dele to uſs your own words, 
126, line 16, for cloaths read clothes. » 
12, read an ancient painting, J 
% far up from the water, read hon the water. | 
2 9 
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— 
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